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'NASSAU-SUFFOLK COASTAL ZONE BOUNDARIES (Draft 5/11/77)

Section 305(b)(1) of the Coastal Zone Hanagement Act of 1972 requires

~ ‘the identification of the coastal zone subject to the State S management pro-
gram.1 The seaward boundary extends outward to the outer 1imit of the United

States territorial sea.2 For New York State, the seaward boundary is 3 miles

offshore in the Atlantic Ocean on the south and the New York—Connecticut-Rhode

Island border in Long Island Sound on the north and in Block Island SOund on

the east.3

The Act states that "the zone extends irland from the shorelines only to

the extent necessary to control shorelands, the uses of which have'a-direct ‘

" and significant impact on the coastal waters' .4 A primary inland coastal zone
" boundary was determined for Nassau-Suffolk based on the Regional Planning Board s
decade long experience with coastal reeearch and 1nventory efforts, and based

. on the input provided by the Citizen Participation Committee during the Year T

CZM effort.5 This primary zone,-over which the more stringent controls will

be placed is defined as the maximum area delineated by the 10 foot ‘elevation

;ucontour 1ine, or the line 1ocated IQOO‘feet inland from the Mean High Water line,

1The Act defines the "coastal zone" to mean the coastal waters and adjacent
" shorelands strongly influenced by each other and in proximity to. the shore-
lines of the State (PL 92-583 Section 304(a)) .

' 25ee PL 92-583 Section 304(a)

3See Office of Coastal Zone Management NOAA "Boundaries of the Coastal Zone'

May 1975, pp 4-8. Congressional consent for the seaward lateral boundary -
compact (Jany 10, 1925) between N. Y.,and Conn.. is contained in 43 Stat. 731.

bpL 92-583 Section 304(a)

5See Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board "Coastal Zone Planning Elements'
Goals and Boundaries Jan. 1976 :
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the line loqatéd 1000 feet from the banks of any atfeam,-ditch, or d#ainage
way dischérging to coastal Qaters, and thelogter periphéry of any éontiguous
freshwaﬁer wetland (as identified puréuant to the NYS”Fieéhwater Wetiaﬁds Act
of 1975).6 This boundary was foﬁﬁd to adequateiy covér shorelidnds, the uses
of vhich_are ﬁost likely to have direct and significant imﬁacts uﬁon coastal
wvaters, including wetlands, protective ﬁpland vegetatiod, the barrief_beach

and other coastal landforms, the 100 year flood plain, areas characterized

by high groundwater table, bluffs and steep slopes, freshwater wetlénds, stream

corridors, and major drainage ways of swales carrying surface runoff into

. coastal waters.

However, other areas, the uéequf:whiéh may have a direéﬁ andv31361fiéant
impact on ;oastal waters, are not encompaésed.by the définition of the priﬁafy
coastal zoﬁe. .For exampie, areas withinvcoasfal drainage baéins or watersheds
but outside of ‘the pfimar} zone may éeﬁerate storﬁwater ruﬁéff that één pollute‘

coastal receiving waters. Similarly, areas beyond the primary zone boundéry

may produce leachates (from cesspools and sumps) that can pollute shallow

. groundwater aquifers that discharge (through streamflow and underflow) fo

nearshore coastal waters.7 In addition, areas far back from the marine edge

6Regulations covering the Act indicate the acceptability of a boundary which
is delineated by a strip of land of uniform depth (e.g. 250 feet, 1000 yards,

_ete,) with the condition that any such boundaries include and be limited
approximately to those lands which have any existing, projected or potential
uses which would have a direct and signlflcant impact upon coastal waters
€15 CFR 923.11 (b)(1)).

7Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board, "The Status and Potential of the Marine
Environment", Dec. 1966, pg 3-12. "The role’of groundwater in the nitrogen

buget of individual bays is quite pronounced" (Marine Sciences Research Center, ..

SUNY at Stony Brook 'Characteristics and Environmental Quality of Four North
Shore Bays, Nassau and Suffolk Counties, L,I., N.Y." Jan. 1972, Technical
Report Series #14). Subsurface flow is the-largest nitrogen input to Great
South Bay (see Adelphi- University Institute of Marine Science, "An Assessment
of the Water Quality Characteristics of Great South Bay and Contlguous Streams"
Feb. 1973, Garden City, L.I., N.Y. ) ‘
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- significant water quality or aesthetic impacts on coastal waters.”

" may be visible from the water or located within other ‘scenic coastal vistas

(e.g., on Long Island's north shore and east end),andtheir alterathxioruse

can significantly impact coastal aesthetics.8

Therefore, a secondary coastal zone wa5~determined for Nassau-Suffolk

that includes those areas outside of the primary zone that may have direct and

9 The secondary

coastal -zone consists of the drainage basins of north shore embayments and

opencoastline that were identified as part of the "208" Area-wide Waste Treat-
ment Management Planning Study conducted by the Regional Planning Board.lp
' The secondary coastal zone also includes the entire north and south forks on
Long Island's east end, and those areas bounded on the east and west by stream
corridors on Long Island'SSOuthshore; In addition, the secondary zone includes

the critical watersheds of Long Island's four major rivers (Nissequogue, Peconic,

Carmans, Connetquot) . The secondary‘coastal zone does not include 1arge areas

BImpacts upon -coastal waters can include aesthetic charactistics (sensory .
experiences), see OCZM, NOAA, "Threshold Paper #2: Land and Water Uses", pg 3.

The office of Coastal Zone Management has identified as acceptable the use of
multiple boundaries or a tiered approach (e.g.,: based on biophy31cal differ-
ences) in the delineation of the coastal zone, and the application of different
levels of control (see OCZM, NOAA, "Boundaries of the- Coastal Zone" May, 1975,
pp 6-7; also 0CZM, NOAA, "Threshold Paper #1s Boundaries" PP 7 -8).

o’I'he States are encouraged to take early and continuing account of existing
"Federal and State land/water use and resource planning programs in determining
their coastal zone (15 CFR 920.11). The Office ‘of Coastal Zone Management has
‘ddentified a variety of criteria for selecting an inland codstal zone boundary,
‘including the use of a biophysical boundary defined in terms of natural bio- -
logical, geological, or physical features, or a combination thereof. Those
features can include drainage basins, flood plains, dune formations, ecosys- -
~tems, ridges of coastal mountain ranges, etc. . Once appropriate biophysical
delimiting features are identified, any number of poljitical boundaries, (e.g.,
county, township, municipal lines,. SMSA's, etc ), culcural features (e.g.,
highways, roads, canals, etc.), property lines, or ex1sting designated plan-~
ning and environmental control areas, may serve as approximations of the
selected biophysical features (see OCZM, NOAA, "Boundaries of the Coastal’

Zone" May 1975, pp 2-5; also OCZM, NOAA, "Threshold Paper #1; Boundaries” pg 7).

~3-



‘of Long Island's central spine that have'onlyltndiréct_hydrologic connections

with coastal waters and that do not affect coastal aesthetics.

The'inland boundary of.tho secondary coastai.zone'is approximnted, wherever
possible, by major cultural features.l1 The northern boundary follows the Long
Island Expressway, ‘State Route ZSA, Long Island Railroad (Oystet Bay and Port
Jefferson lines), and Sound Avenue. The eastern boundary includesyChurch Lane

and Riverhead-Quogue Road. The southern bonndary follows State Route 27 (Sun-

- rise Highway) and Southern State Parkway.12 Ihe'critical watersheds of the four

major rivers extend inland beyond these major cultural features and are approximated

by lesser roads and‘jurisdiotional boundaries.

11See Footnote 10.

In those cases along the southern. boundary where the heads of small streams
extend north of the Sunrise Highway or Southern State Parkway, the primary
'~ and secondary boundaries are coincident.

CL4- .
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Geographic Areas of Particular Concern

Section 305(b)(3) of the Coastal Zdne-Manégement Act, Sections 9ZQL13 and

© 920.16 of the Reguiations; (15CFR920; 38FR33044, No&eﬁber 29, 1973; amendéd by

40FR16832, April 15, 1975) and NOAA's Threshold Paper #3--all address the im~
portant topic of "geographic areas of particular concern". The Threshold Paper,

the only document that provides a definition of the term "geographic areas of

particular concern" suggests that they are land and water areas that 1) have

boundaries that have been or can be clearly delineated; 2) contain the site or

- sites of natural resources or human artifacts and activities of more than local
_interest; and 3) face developmental pressures or competing demands that require

' state or local governmental interventiong.including, where necessary, the expan-

sion of planning and reguiatory capabiliﬁy and authority.._

| The legislation and regulatioms indicate thatrthere_aré certain land and
water uses and activitiéé that should be regulated or, on occasion, prohibited -
ﬁecause of’their direct an& significanf imﬁact on cdéstai ﬁaters. Howe?er, in
addition to fhese uses and aétivities that are fobbe'Subject to some degree of
management throughout the coésﬁal zone, there are é number of specific geographic
areas where natural features, énvironmental processes, maﬁ's works, or éxisting,
gnd potential economic and rééreational oppbrtunities meriﬁ further ﬁrotection,
preservation or enhéncemént. | | | |

The list of resource types to be considered eligible for‘G.A.P.C. status

covers a broad range of related and often overlapping categories. It comprises
not only areas .of significant nétu?al value but also "transitional or intensely
»developed areas where reclamatioﬁ, restoration, public accéss and other actions
are especially needed; and those areéé-éépecially suited for intensive use or

dévelopment". The legislation and guidance identify eight general resource

‘classifications which can be interpreted to include almost every kind of area



within the coastal zone. The eight classes ére as-followsﬁ‘
"(1) Areas of unique, scarcé, frégile or vulnerable.natural ﬁaﬁitat, phys~
ical featqre, historical significance, cultural value, ana scenic importance;
‘(2) Areas of high ﬁatural productivity or essential.haﬁigaﬁ for living
resources, including fish, wildlife, and the'various trophicvlevels in the food
web critical to their well-being;
H (3) Areas of substantial recreational value and/dr opporfunity§

(4) Areas where developments and facilities are dependent ubon the utiliza-

" tion of, or access to coastal waters;

(5) Areas of unique geologic or topographic significance to ihdustrial or

-commercial development;

(6) Areas of urban concentration where shoreline utilization and water

_uses are highly competitive;

(7) Areas of significant hazard if developed, due to storms, slides,

. floods, erosion, settlement, etc; and

(8) Areas needed to protect, maintain or replenish coastal lands or re-

sources, such areas including coastal flood plains, aquifer recharge areas, sand

dunes, coral and other reefs,. beaches, offshore sand deposits and mangrove stands".

Preliminary analysis of the above criteria clearly indicated that literal

: application to the Long Island coastal zone would yield an‘unmanageably large

inventory of candidate areas for further evaluation. ‘It was therefore determined

to limit the initial inventory of potential G.A,f.c.'s to those areas not already
subject or likely to be subject to pfesumaﬁiy adequate management pursuant to
existing state law or to the proposed land capability classification listings of
permissible uses aﬁé guidelines for the establishment of prioritiés among per-
missible.uses. Tidal and freshwater weflands, ponds, flood plains, stream cor-

ridors, prime aquifer recharge areas, steep slopes, bluffs and dunes have been
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regarded as secondvlevel management aréas‘and tﬁeréfore‘éxclﬁded from considér-
a;ion for G.A.P.C. status except where they occur in conjunction with other
features.qualifying for such statué.- |

- In order to facilitate'the rapid i&enﬁification.ﬁf candidate G.A.P.C.'s
the staff undertook the_elaborétion and restatement of the federal‘criteria .and
the development. of additional criteria to be used in making iﬁitial éelections
in each of the major‘categories or Subcategories.. The étaff then proceede& to
review environmeptal resource maps, land use maps, aerial pﬁotogrépby'and

special studies, utilizing the following definitions or desctiptions of the various

resource types, and the selection criteria listed below in order of their importance.

Category {#1

A) Unique, scarce, fragile or vulnerable natural habitat
Biotic communities Aisplaying flora and fauna now or formerly characteristic
~of Long Island areas; plant associatiomns of the dry pine barrens, of the
moderately drained woodlands, of the moist bogs, swaﬁps and ffeshwater.wet-
lands, aﬁd of the salt meadows, marshes and dunes?-in various states of suc-
‘cession; and prime habitat for birds and small fauna, especially nesting,
breeding or resting areas for endangered species. |
Selection criteria -‘ v
1. quality? how good an example of its kind?
2. - scarcity: hational, state, island-wide,llocal-'
3. degree and nature of threat: ~none, modgrate, severe; direct, iﬁdirect;
immiﬁence B
4. additional benefits of preservétion; environméntal, i.e: équifer re-
charge,.sediment tfap, nutrient removal; productivit} contribution to
food cﬁain; educational, as liQing laboratorf

5. national interest, if any, i.e., migratory bird treaty obligations
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B)

C)

6. ease of management: availability of legal and institutional tools,
fundingbrequirements

Unique, scarce, fragile or vulnerable physical feature

A land form or water body of significance because of its function, visual
quality or scientific interest. "On Long Island, this category would include

barrier beaches, pocket beachés,'duﬁes, bluffs, high peaks, eskers and kettle-

holes and tomboios.

_ Selection'Criteria

1. quality: how good an example of its kind?
2. scarcity: nationally, state, island-wide, local
3. degree and nature of threat: noné, moderate, severe; direct, indirect,

imminence

4, benefits'expecCed from preservation;- environmental, i.e., flobd protection,

minimization of erosion; aesthetic and reéreational, i.e. epjoyﬁent of
scenic'yiews and active recreation opportunities; educétionél or scien-
tific, i.e. exemplars of geologic forms and broceSSeS'

5. availability or potential for public access: physical, visual

6. natibn#l, statewide, or regibn51 interest, if any

7. ease of management: availabili;f of legal and institutional tools,

funding requirements

Unique, scarce, fragile or vulnerable site, structure or area of historic

and/or cultural significance

Archeoiogical sites; sites associated with hisforicbeQents; bﬁildingé‘of
unusual historic value or architectural‘merit; historic districts; and
cultural resources, including but not liﬁited.to museums, estates, churches,
éampgrounds and other structures or sites illustrative 6f life on Long‘Island.

Selection Critéria
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' quality: for archeological siteé, evidence of authénticity of fina;

fqr historic sites, structures, and distriéts,_authenticity
and representativeness. How good an gxahple of its kind? »Iévit listed

in Long Island Landmarks or the Van Lieuw Registér?‘-Does it meet the

criteria for inclusion in the Nationél.or New York State Registers?

for structures or districts of cultural significance, repie-

sentativeness. How good an example of the various architectural and

life styles of.nineteenth and eafly twentieth century Long Island? Of
the major occupations and transportatibﬁ.moaes? o |

scarcify: national,'stafe, lbcal? Is the sité or artifaét siﬁiiar to’
thoéé found elsewhere or is it exclusive to Long Island? Is it the last
6r one of a very few examples of an afchitect's work, a gold coast estéte,
a ﬁampgrounds, or even a working férm?, o -

degree and nature of threat: none, modérate, severe; direct, indirect;
immiﬁence - | |
condition, including pdtential fqrvrestdration .

surroundings: do they enhance or detratt'from the educational, aesthetic

- or other values associated with the site, structures, or district? What

is the potential for improvement?

availability or pofential for public aégessf 'phfsiéal, viéuai; opp;;tun—
ities for occasionél or limited access | | | |

ease of management: ' availability of legal and>institutiona1 ;ools, fund-
ing requirements; for archeological sites, assurance that site is or can
be adgquatély.protected and fhat.nominatiOn will not result ih destruction;
for historic siteg, structures, . and distfictskand for cuitural resources,
opéortunities for priﬁafe, quasi-éublic 6f public;ﬁsé consonant wifh

preservation and protection
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1.

2.

D). Unique, scafce, frégile, ér vulnefabié'éréas bf sceﬁic‘importénce

Segmenfs of public roads or_dther pﬁblic areas that Affo;d a view or séries
of vieuws encompassing harmonious combinations‘of lahdvand wvater. or of land-

. forms and man-made structures orvhuman activity.. Such areas might include .
those that provide an unobstructed viewbof_thé wafer from theiland or a
view inland, but lipked to the water; a’§illégevgreén or é hamlet,.charac;
terized_by unity of aréhitectural style or‘landscape treétment;_a road
offering a series of views of natural featﬁres and vegetation of‘of well-
tended farms or estates. ‘

Selection criteria

qualitf: integrity,,intefest;lrépresentativénéss

scarcity: national, state, local? Are views of this kind found else-
where or are they exclusive to Long Islandé Iébit onevof the last or
of a very few such views available to the public in the locality or on
Loﬁg Island as a whole? V

degree and nature of threat: ﬁone, modéféte; se§ére;‘dire§t, indirect;
imminence | | |

potential for enhancement of visual exﬁérience:‘ opportunities for im-
provement of physical access, safety and amenities at view site; 6ppor—
tunities for removal or screening of "eyesores"

additional benefits expected frdm preéervation: .stimulus.c0 private
beautificatiop and preservation efforts; promotion of touriém

ease of ﬁénagement: availability of legal and institutional topls,

funding requirements

~ Category #2

Areas of high natural produétivity or essential habitat for living resources,

including fish, wildlife and the various trophic levels in the food web crit-

ical to their well-being.
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Tfibutary Streams; estuaries and emba&ﬁents, ;oaétal poﬁds§v¢0astal fresh
marsh, high harsh.and low marsh, tidal mud flats; 1i£toral zones, deep water
ﬂabitats;-shellfish beds, fish and wildlife_cﬁncentration areas, unique
ecélogical éreas, habitats of rare, thre;tened, orréndangered species;'and .

urban open space suitable for wildlife habitat.

" Tributary streams, estuaries and embayments, coastal ponds, coastal fresh

marsh, high marsh and low marsh, tidal mud flats and littoral zones are found
in numercus locations throughout thevprimary zone és delineated by Nassau-
Suffolk. As previously indicated their ubiquitousness, the relative ease of

identification, and the already compléted mapping of tidal wetlands suggest

“level 2 (identification of permissible uses based on land and/or water capa-

bility and reliance on performance standards; where necessary) rather than

-level 3 (G.A.P.C.) management. Nomination as G.A.P.C.'s is considered ap-

propriate for shellfish be&s, fish and wildlife éoncentfétion areas, and
urban open spaces suitable for wildlife Habitat‘since these may fequire

special pfotection in addition to that afforded by level 2 designation.

Selection criterié | | | |

Shellfish beds and fish and wildlife concenfration areas

1. quality: productivity or contribution to the food chain

2. scarcity: proportion of total national; statewide or Long Isiand ieséﬁrce
involved | |

3. vulnerability{ sensitivity to environmentél alte;ation

4. degree and nature of tﬁreat: none, moderate, severé; direct, indirect; -
imminence

5. other beﬂefits, if any, td be'anticipated from ﬁreservation of area

6. ease_bf management : availability'bf legal and institutional tools,

~ funding requirements
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Unique ecologlcal areas, habitats of rare, threatened, or endangered species
(see category 1A for descrlption of applicable crlteria) .

Urban open spaces suiltable for wildlife habitat

quality: is or.could wildlife be atttacted to the area? adequacy in

1.
| terms of size, vegetation, air and water quality and quantity, noise
levels
2. scarcity: 1local
3. degree and nature of tﬁreat: ‘none, moderate, severe; direct,;indirect;
imminence | |
4. additional benefits expected to result from preservetion or restoratioﬁ:
opportﬁnities for public access for ebSeryatioe»and/or passive recreation;
neighborhood preservation.or improvement, including protectioe of property
values | |
5. ease of management: availability of legal and iﬁstitutional tools,
funding requireuwents -
' Category #3

Areas of substantial recreation value and/or opportunity

Areas now used for water dependent or water enhanced recreation; areas

adjacent to and suitable for the expansion of such uses, and areas appropri-

-ate for the establishment of new recreetional uses. Existing public recre-

ation areas may, but should not necessarily be c1ass1fied as G.A. P C.

since "management" of publicly owned recreation areas may be limited to the

preparation of guidelines for the development of state, county and local

_facilities;

~Selection criteria

1.

quality: suitability in terms of appropriateness for intended use;

i.e., active or passive recreation, including but not limited to swim-

ming, boating, fishing, picnicking, camping, fieldzéports, hiking,
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.‘ﬁird watchiﬁg, etec.; size of‘éite; i;e., fifty acre minim#ﬁ for new
facilities'excepf boat'launching ramps or fighing plers. Smaller
parcels acceptable for the abbve,'férlexpansions'of éxisting facilities,
or for the provision of access. corrldor to public lands or waters, and
accessibility in terms of existing highway network and potential for
service by public transportation | |

2. scarcity: national, regional, local? 'Aré‘fhere alternative sites

: thét can be used to mee; identifie& national, régiqﬁal or loéal recre-

ation needs? .
3. degree and nature of threaﬁ:_ none, moderate, sévere; direct, indireét;
iﬁminenée | I . o
4. additional benefits expected from reservation and/or developmént of
. area for recreational use |
5. easé of management: availability‘of.legal and'ins£itutional tools;
funding requirements
Category #4 - R _.: _v;

- Areas where develqpments and facilities are dependent qpon the utllization
of, or access to, coastal waters

_This category includes all land and water areas now accommodating or suilt-
able for water-dependent uses and actiVitiesf Since waﬁer dependeqt uses
should always Sevaccorded the highest priority among pérmissible uses, and
since there is considerable overlap befwae;-this cafegory.and categéries

'No. 3 (Areas of substantial recreational value and/or opportunity) and No.
6 (Areas of urban concentration where shorelihe utilization and Qater uses
are highly competitive), nominations under thié catééorybéhould be reserved
"for areas not accorded sufficient protection through the establishment.of
priorities or not included in categories Nés. 3 and‘6.v Potential-G.A.P.C.

candidates comprise areas for water dependent uses of greater than local
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Significance whose site requirements limit:tneﬁeto-a.very fewllocations,
lincluding sites for power‘plants; deep water ports, fetry terminals, outer
continental shelf support facilities, and commercial fishing ports with a
full range of boat servicing, fish landing,_processing, sales, and storage

facilities. |

Selection Criteria

1. importance of use: to Long Island, tovthe.ﬁY Begion; ﬁYS ano‘the UiS.

2, scarcity: numoer of alternatiﬁe sites that meet requirements for pro—
posed use . o o -

3. quality of site: Suitabillty for proposed use in terms of size.of
site, i. e., sufficient space for facility, including any ancillary uses
and buffer areas where necessary; depth of water and volume of flow,
where relevant; accese to land transpott:or rights—of-way} ambient air
quality and water quality as related to ptoposed use; and character-
istics of the site, if any, that might mitlgate or exacerbate adverse

, impacts of the proposed use |
" 4, degree of threat: none, moderate, severe; direct or indirect, imminence

5. need for G.A.P.C. status to facilitate assembly, unified planning, and
appropriate zoning of separate patcels constituting development or
redevelopment site ‘ |

6. ease of management: availability ofglegalland inetitutional tools,
funding requirements | |

Cétegorz #5

Areas of unique geologic or tqpographic significance to industrial or
commercial development '

This category does not appear to pertain to Long Island. Were the bluffs
northeast of Hither Hills in East Hanpton the sole source of sand on Long

Island or in the metropolitan area, their designation as a G.A.P.C. might

10
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be.abpropriate. Similarly; wefe‘Porf Jeffef#bn Hafﬁot>6r aﬁy'other Lbng
Island harbor the only access»point—for waterborne pomﬁercevon Long Island
or in the New York area its designation under this category might be just-
ifiable. Inasmuch as Long Island is qo? presumed to have neafshore petro-
leum reéources, phosphaﬁe deposits or other éignificant-mineral resources,
and‘since its harbors are not uniqﬁe,vthis'category yill be dropped from
further consideration. R |

The ?orf Washington sandpits on the western.éhore of:Hémpsfead Harbor could
be considered an Area for Preservatibn and Restoration or A.P.R., a subset

of the G.A.P.C.'s related to this category and to categories number 1B, 1D,

3, 4, 6, & 7. See page 1 of section entitled Inventory & Description of G.A.P.C.'s
for a discussion of APR's. . :
Category #6 .

Areas of urban concentration where shoreline uses are highly competitive

Portions of the coastal zone where a comprehensive, site specific management
program is required to insuré optimal use of the sho:eline and coastal
waﬁers. Such areas are characterizedjby confinuing competition among dis-
similar and often incompatible uses and activities for sites at the lénd-
water interface. The typical competition isvbefween the iﬁdustrial; com-
mercial and utility uses; which often located on the shorefront in advance
of urbagization, and the recreatiénal or residential uses that no& require
. or aré greatly enhanced byka waterfront location. On Long Island, areas
in this category afe likely to be more exteﬁsive and varied in character
than are most other G.A.P.C.'s and may encémpéss physical or cultural‘fea-
‘tures which, if locatgd elsewhere, would be sepérately identified as
G.A.P.C.'s..-in~many:cases; areas'selécted in category No. 6 will also be
'A.R.P.’s. |

‘Selection Criteria
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evi&énce qf underutilization or:iﬁéppropriﬁfe utilization of ﬁhé
shoreline and adjacent watefs: obsoiescencé, congestion, conflicting
or incompatible land uses, ihterference.with pﬁblic access to the
water, and unnecessary damage to.coast31 re§ources.."

evidence of inability of water dependent uses .to outbid water enhanced

' . or non-water related uses for shorefront sites.

3.

6.

potential for rehabilitation or redevelépment: opportunities for im-

‘ provement through planned changes in land use, circulation, community

appearance, and pollution control. Oppo:tunities for optimization of
the resource through appropriate uselof vacant parcels, immediate or
long-term removal of non-water related u;eé,_clearance and or rehabili-
tation 6f deteriorating structures or facilities and restoration of

the townscape.

need for G.A.P.C. status to facilitate éssembly, unified planning and

“appropriate zoning of separate parcels and to faster relocation of nomn-

water dependent uses

presence of physical or cultural feature that would qualify as a G.A.P.C.

under categories Nos. 1, 2, 3 or 4.

‘national, state or metropolitaﬁ area interest, if any.

‘vCategogz #7

Areas of significant hazard if developed due to storms, slides, floods,
erosion, settlement, etc. :

Unstable or dynamic naturai features including steep slopes, bluffs, stream

banks, and bay bottom; areas subject to severé or frequent flooding, rapid

shoreline erosion (greater than 6" per year), subsidence, or excessive

sedimentation.

Areas characterized by the presence of signifiéant hazards for development

have been identified and included in the land and water capability classifi-

12
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catioﬁ éystem, which in effect provides 1evé1'2 rather than lével 3 or
G.A.P.C. management. It may bé useful, however, to idéntify as G.A.P.C.'s
those areas:whére man's.accivities.haQe so acceleraéed natural process as

to create additional hazérds to deQelopment. Aréaé-where urbgn development
accompanied b& storﬁ drainage'féciliéigs may-cause flésh floods, shore areas
dependent upon strucﬁural erosion controi, and coastal plain ﬁine~oak forest

subject to frequent fires seem likely candidates.

- Selection Criteria

1. extent of danger: number of persons or amount of property involved

2. temporal character of threat: rare, occasional, or constant

~ 3, ease bf,management: availability of legal and institutional tools;

funding requirements

Category {8

Areas needed to protect, maintain'and replenish coastal resources including

coastal lands and waters.

The areas are of two general classes:. those needed to feduce man-induced
impacts upoﬁ habitats, features or proceéées; and those neéded to permit
or facilitate the reclamation of degraded habitats and features or tﬁe
restoration of coastal processes. They may include sﬁeh maior'components
6f the coastal zone as the barrier beach-bay sfstem; lands submerged by
t?des and subject to erosion, deposition and sedimentation as a result of
waves, currents, and tidél action; sources bf sediment for coastal waters;
the freshwater aquifer and aquifer recharge areas; and the varioﬁs coastal
eéosystems. The significance of most éf the above mentioned areas has been
recognized iﬂ‘thé land and water capébility analysis and appropriate level
2 management recommendations.provided. Hdwe§er, iq a few inétances the

potential benefits of site specific measures designed to brotect»lands and

13
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‘waters adjacent to unique, scarce,_fragilé or vulnerable habitéts or physical.

features, G.A.P.C. Categories Nos. 1.A and 1.B, respectively, or areas of high

- natural productivity or essential habitat for living resources; G.A.P.C. No. 2,

may be of sufficient magnitude to warrant inclusion of discrete portions of

major coastal resource components within the administrative boundaries or man-

~agement area of the designated G.A.P.C.'s.

At this time there appears to be little, if any need for separate identifi-

cation and designation of areas needed to reduce or preclude man-induced impacts

“upon coastal resources. Selection criteria are therefore presented only for

- those areas needed to permit or facilitate the reclamation of degraded habitats

arid features or the restoration of coastal processes.
Selection Criteria
1. potential for reclamation or restoration: extent to which existing degrada-

tion is reversible

- 2. significance of reclamation or restoration: how important is the resource

or coastal process to Long Island, the State and the nation
3. other benefits, if any, that may be expected to result from the proposed
action | - '
4, degree of threat: probabili;& and imhineqce of actionxthat might'directly
or indirectly preclude ultimate~réc1amation'or restorafion
5. ease of hanagement: availability of 1egél and institutional tools, funding
requirements. |
Staff application of the refined and expanded criteria to the previously
assembled data sourceé yielded more than 100 potential nominations for G.A.P.C.
status. Referenée materials uéed in ghe identification of candidate areas
inciuaed the Nassau~Suffolk Comprehensive Plan studie§ and Marine Resources

Council publications; aerial photographs; U.s. Geological Survey Quadrangle

Maps and U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey Charts; New York State Tidal Wetlands

14
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'Maps and wetlands reports; the New England River Basins' Long Island Sound

Study Plaﬁ, and subject'repofts_dealipg with scenic and cultural'resources,.

. " fish and wildlife, outdoor recreation, erosion and sedimentation, and marine

transport; and miscellaneocus federal, state, county, town and historic

' preservation society publications.

Initial suggestions for G.A.P.C;'erwefe mapped oﬁ;U.SlG.S. Quad Sheets
and presented to the Citizen's Participatibn>Committee for discquion. Some
additional sites were proposed and otﬁers deleted in response to C.P.C. |
information and comments. Existing perks and preserves were also noted'en the
Quad Sﬁeets in order to clarify the relationships betweeﬁ potenﬁial G.A.P.C.;s
and public or quasi-public properties. - ‘ .

The staff then undertook a furfher and finalfsereeeing ef the candidate‘
areas, using five general criteria: the éreSence of multiple rather_thaﬁ single '
attributes or values warranting level 3 management;-the presence of fedevelop—
ment opportunities sufficient to justify A.P.R. (Area for Pfeservation and
Restoration) designation; national o:‘state-wide need or significance; location
adjacent to or between existiné'public or quasi-public holdings, and consequent
ability to serve as a buffer area or connector; and the potential for successful

development and implementation of management measures. Re-evaluation of the

_initial nominations resulted in the selection of 46 areas that are proposed for

designation as G.A.P.C.'s.
The G.A.P.C. map indicates the location of the selected areas, whlle the -
G.A.P.C. Memo No. 2 describes the prellmlnary boundaries and characterlstics

of each.

15
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' . Geographic Areas of Particular Concerni

The Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planningdeard expects to precpose the desig-

. nation of the candidate sites described below as Geographic Areas of Particular

Concern. The sites, which are keyed t@»tﬁe accompanying 1océtion map, are num-
béréd ih clockwise order, commen;ing in ﬁorthwestern Nassau and proceeding around
Long Island back fo‘the NaéSau—Newsfofk City line;_ o |

“There are numerous G.A:P.C.'s or portions of fhem that migthbe cétegﬁfized

as A.P.R.'s or Areas for Preservation and Restorationm. Inasmuch as NOAA in

'Threshold Paper No. 2 has characterized A.P.R.'s as a sub-class of G.A.P.C. and

the Nassau-Suffolk G.A.P.C. selection procedures include.the-two basic steps for

A.P.R. selection prescribed in 15 C.F.R.:923.16 (b)(i,1i), and inasmuch as a .

large proportion of the candidate sites offer some opportunities for preservation

or restoration, separate designation of A.P.R.'s for Long Island does not appear

-warranted. The need and/or potential for preservation and restoration is identi-

fied, where appropriate, in the portion of the text dealing with the importance or

-significance of the proposed.sites.

The boundaries indicated for each site are necessarily preliminary. It is
assumed that final boundaries would be established ahd specific management measures

developed as part of the "306" work.:
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1 UDALLS COVE
Boundaries:
From a point on LittlebNeck Bay at the south boundary'of the Village of
Great Neck Estates Village Park east along the park boundary to: Shore Drive, .
south along Shore Drive, Juniper Drive Laurel, and Hazel Drive to the end of
~ Hazel Drive, south along a line projected,from‘Hazel Drive to- Amherst Road,
ssouth and east along Amherst Road to Cutter Mill Road, southeast along Cutter
iMill Road to Water Mill Lane, west along ﬁater Mill Lane to.the north boundary
of the site of the Great Neck Terrace Apartments; west along the north boundary
- of site of the Great Neck TerracevApartments to the New York City - Nassau
County line, northwest along the New York Cit} -.Nassau County line‘to Little

..Neck Bay, and northeast across Little Neck Bay to the point of beginnlng.'
Importance: .

The delineated area constitutes the Nassau County portion of a 1arger
.G A.P.C. that includes land in New York City. It contains wetlands that pro-
-vide wildlife habitat in an urban and suburban setting, and adjacent buffer
 areas where land usesband land management practices can be expected to affect

-the ‘continued viabillty of the wetlands.

2 MANHASSET BAY

Boundaries:

From a point on the west shore of Manhasset Bay due west of the.Village
of Plandome Heights — Tonn of North Hempstead boundary on thekeast shore of
Manhasset Bay, east across the Bay, and along the boundary to a point north
of Shoe Road south to and along Shore Road to the Long Island Railroad west |

~along the Long Island Railroad to East Shore: Road to a p01nt due west of the

point of beginning, and east to the point of beginning._'

importance:

- The area, which now contains oil‘tanks_and utilities that may become
obsolete, offers significant opportunitiesufor waterfront_redevelopnent; The .
eventual removal of non?water dependent uses wouldvpermit the linear extension
of an existing”park to provide increased pedestrian access to the shore.and

the expansion of boating and otherorecreation related facilities.



3 SHEETS CREEK

- Boundaries:

.'From a point on thé west shére of Sﬁéé;s{Creek.Chanﬁel éé Manhasset Avenue;b
" northeast along Manhasset Avenue to Ngw Shqre'koad,»southeast along Ngw Shore

" Road to Pleasant Avenue tb Harbof Road,Vsduthwest>élong Harbor Rdad'tq Shore

- .Road, éouth on Shore Road to Main.Street;.weét along Main Street to the Nérth

Hempstead Town Dock, northwest across Manhasset Bay to a point on the shore

edirectly south of the end of Sagamoré Hill Drive,‘north to.aﬁd:along Sagamore
Hill Drive to Manhasset Avenue, and.northeasﬁ along‘Manhésset Avénué to Sheets'
.Creek Channel. |

Imgortancé;

The area includes a mix of industrial;’extractive; recreationél and rési~
‘~déﬁtial'uses. There are opportunities fdr.waterfroﬁt redevelopmént inciudiﬁg'
fhe expansion ofkpedestrian access aﬁd of boating and éther water related -
recreation facilities as oil receiving and storage, the sand mine and other

non-water dependent are phased out.

4 PORT WASHINGTON SAND PITS - nUSLYN ARKA

Boundaries:

Froﬁ the nqrthwest rim of the sand pits;,north and eést along.the run to
West Shore Drive, nor;heast along West.Shore Drive to the southern boﬁndary‘of
‘the Village of Sands Point, noftheast along the villaée boundary to Hempstead
Harbor, south along the weéﬁ sidé of ghe Harbor to the northern boundgry of
the Viliagerf Roslyn, eaét across the Ha:bof and along the village boundary to
Bryant Avenue, south élong.Bryant-Avenue and East_Bfoadway to Northern Boulevard,
southwest along Northern ﬁlvd. to Main St.,.north alongvMain Street to the
.intersection of 01d Northern'Blvd.>and ﬁést Shore Road, nqrth on West Shore
Road to the north bdundary of ghe Villége-of Flower Hill, west and north aiong

the Village line to the east end of Wakefield Avenue, and north along the west

rim of the sandpit to the point of beginning.



Imgortance:

The approximatély 1,000 acre sandpit tract constitutes the major réde—
velopment opportunity on Long Island Cessation of mining aCtiVitleS and

the relocation of solid waste disposal facilities would permit rehabilitation

~of a blighted area ‘and re-use for public recreation, recreation related busi-

ness and commercial uses. Removal of the oil‘receiving and storage facilities

" -in the Roslyn portion pf the area would permit redesign of the upper Harbor to

-facilitate wetlands preservation .and pedestrian access to>the waterfront, en-

hance the v isual quality of the area and provide a more apbropriate setting

for the historic distriét.



6 LATTINGTOWN SHORE

'5 GLEN COVE CREEK
| Boundaries:

Froila point‘ép the‘éast shore of.Hém;stégd'Harbor éﬁ ﬁhe southerﬁ
boundary of Garvie$ Point Prgservé, east and. south along‘thé boundary of the
Preserve to Garvie§ Point Road,  east aﬁd"northeaét.along Garvieé Point Road

.to Herbhill Road, no;théas; along ngbhiii-Road fo Charles Street, #outh along
Charles Street to Gien Cove'Avenue,lsoﬁ;hhaioné Glen Cove Avenﬁébto Shoré
. Road (Boulevard), southwest aloﬁg Shoré koad.to the'Sea Cliff Villége line,
. and norihwest along the Sea CLiff Village line and across Hemps;eéd Bay to
the southwest corner of the Garviés Point ?feserve. v _ |
:Iﬁgortance: | |
Redevelopment of ﬁhis unattractive inefficiéntly ufilized.ﬁaterfront
area would pérmit the expansion of récréafional, récreaticﬁ—related comﬁercial

and residential uses without displacemqﬁt of water dependent industrial uses,

.and would complement urban renewal efforts in the nearby downtown area of the

City of Glen Cove.

'Bogndaries: '

“From a point on Long Island Sound at the east boundary of thé‘Lattiqgtown '
Vvillage Park, east along the shore of ang Island Soﬁnd to a point at the west
- boundary of Oyster Bay Béach (Stehli's‘Beaéhj, south along the west boundary |
and eé§t along the south boundéry of thé Bea@h to Bayvillé Road, south along

Bayville Road to a pointh,OOO' from Long Island Sound, west along a line

2,000' south of ﬁong Island Sound to East Beach Drive, And north to Long‘Islana
Sound. | |

- Importance:

The area coﬁtains exiéting.develbpédvrecreacional facilitieé, wetlands,
and prime wildlife habitat. There are severe erosion problems, ahd, according
ito the Long Island Sound Study, opﬁqft#ﬂities férzghe restofation and eﬁpansion

of beaches through beach nourishment.



7 OYSTER BAY

Boundaries:

From the northeast corner of Beekman Town Beach, eastvalong the south shore
of Oyster Bay Harbor to a point on the shore due northeast of - the end of South

southwest to and along South Street

_Street/to West Main Street to the Long Island Railroad, east along the Long
Island Railroad to the east boundary of Beekman Town Beach and north along the
east boundary of Beekman Beachvto the Long Island Sound. | |

Importance: | | |

The delineated area includes a section of the shoreline of the haolet
of Oyster Bay and adjacent lands currently occupied by a wide variety of uses,
Ancluding oil receiving and storage facilities, an old shipyard, a.town park
and dock, a railrcad station, the Town Hall, miscellaneOus,bosinesses, and re-
~sidences. There are opportunitieevfor redevelopment that'would combine the
retention of water dependent industrial uses with the rehabilitation and pre—
servation of historic structures, therexpansion of recreational boating'faci—.
lities and the improvement of physical Aﬁd visual access between the harbor and

the downtown business area.

8 COLD SPRING HARBOR

'ﬁoundaries: .

From a point on the west side of Cold Spring Harbor And the north’eide
-of the sandbar opposite the north‘end of Bungtown Road, southvalong Bungtown
Road to Route 25A, east along Route 25A to the northwest coroer of the site
of the fish hatchery; south along the west boundary of the fish hatchery.and
along a line extending duers0uth to Stillwell Road, east elong Stillwell Road
to Harbor Road, north along Harbor Road to Lawrence Hill Road
east along Lawrence Hill hoad for a distance of‘iOO', northerly and easterly
along a line 100' to the east and south ovaoute 25A kHarbor Hill Road and
Main Street) to Turkey Lane, north along Turkey Lane to and ecross Roote
25A tova_point 200' north of Rout; 25A, west along a line‘200"north-of

Route 25A to Shore Road, north along Shore Road to the south boundary of the

6



Viilage of Lloyd Hérbor, wést aiong_the’boundary tn the east shore of Cold -
Spring Harbor,'and southwest across'thebﬂafbor to thé point of beginning.
Importance: | | | |
The area is nnusually scenin, offering‘outstanding views nf‘noth the
natural and man-made environment. Thére afevextensive wetlands, nrime wild-'

life habitat, an historic area, and reéreational boating facilities. Removal

'of an intrusive industrial use, the o0il receiving and étorage facility, would

nernit the éxpansion of recreational opportunities and the enhancement of the

visual quality of the area.

HUNTINGTON HARBOR

Boundaries:

From the east boundary of Gold Star Beach and Wést Shore‘Roéd, eastvand
éouth alnng West Shore Road to Creek.Rqad, east along Créek Road to New York
Avenue, north along New York Avenue fo the éonth boundary of nhe Village of
ﬁuntington Bay, wést along the Village boundary to the Harbor and across the
Harbor to the northeast corner of Gold Star Beach,‘and'south along the east
boundary of the‘Bench to West Shore Road.

Importance:

The delineated area encompasses vaiuable scenic and recreation resources.
Roads along both sides of the.harbor provide easy access to scenic views. |
There are opportunities for the expansion.of the existing recreational boating
facilities and the preservation of natufal nreas. The area contains oil receiv-

ing and storage facilities, stone docks, and the Huntington Sewer District.
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EATON'S NECK

Boundaries:

From a point on Long Island Sound at the northwest corner of the:Villége
of Asharoken, northeast. and southeast along the shore except in the v1cinity of
the U. S. Coast Guard Station where the line follows the }and perimeter of |
- the federal holding to the east boundary of the village, south along the east
boundary of the village and along a line extended therefrom to the intersection
: of Eaton's Neck Road and Asharoken Avenue, west along Eaton's Neck Road and
across Northport Bay to the west boundary of the'Villege of Asharoken and north

-

along the village boundary to Long Island Sound. -

Importance:
-The area, a relatively inaccessible promontory, contains a protected harbor,

beaches, and wetlands and woodlands that provide excellent wildlife habitat.

There are erosion and serious tidal floodlng problems.

FRESH POND

Boundaries:

From a pointkon’the shore of longulsland Souno at Makanah Road,’east along
the shore to the Huntington-Smithtonn line, south along the Huntlngton—Smithtown‘
line.to Fresh Pond, east and south along the shore of Fresh Pond to Breeze Hill
Road and Fresh Pond Road, north along Fresh Pond Road to a point 50' south of
Long Island Sound west along a line 50' south of Long Island Sound to the
eastern boundary of Indian Hills Country Club, south west and north along the
perimeter of the club to a point 50' south of Long Island Sound, on the west
side of the club, west along a line 50' south of Long Island Sound to Makamah

Road, and north to Long Island Sound.

ImEortance:

The delineated area constitutes 'a connector or link between two shore-

- “ront parks. It contains an existing golf course . beach frontage, and wetlands

"and a fresh water pond that provide high quality wildlife habitat. There are

problems of beach erosion and of upland erosion and sedimentation.

8 -



12 NISSEQUOGUE

" Boundaries:

.From a point 6n fhe.shﬁre of Long‘Island.Sand a;.bock Road, east acr&ss
the mouth of the Nessequogué River to a poinf on the shore opposité the north
end of Boney Lane,'soufh and eést along_Bonéy Lane to Horse Race Lane, south '
élong Horse Race Lane to Moriéhés Rdad, east.aiong Moriches Road to‘River Road,
south along River Road to a point due'éast of the south boundary of_the

Smithtown Landing Country Club, west acrbss'the Nissequoge River to the south-

.east corner of the Smithtown Landing Country Club, north &long the west shbfe

of the River to the intersection of Walnut Road and Dock Road, west along Dock

-Road to Riviera Drive, west along Riviera Drive to Birch Road, south along

Birch Road to St. Johnland Rdad, west élong St. Johnland Road to the east

- boundary of the Kings Park Psychiatric Center, around the perimeter of the

‘Kings Park Psychiatric Center to 0ld Dock Road, and northeast along 0ld Dock

Road. to the Long Island Sound.

Importance:

The area includes the northernmost portion of the proposed and partially

.completed Nissequogue River - Connetquot = River .Greenbelt. It contains wet-

lands and prime wildlife habitat,scenié views, existing swimming facilities
at Short Beach and San Remo, and a New York State Hospital, the Kings Park
Psychiatric Center. The hospital sewage treatment plant has alréady been

turned over to Suffolk County, which is. continuing to operate and may eventu-

-ally find it necessary to expand the fagility. 'There is concern over the

‘ultimate disposition of the hospital proﬁerty,_which comprises 670 acres of

land, aging structures, a water tower and a sanitary landfill. The River is
presently used for boating and fishing; hoﬁever, access to the water related

recreation resources of the Nissequogue and Long Island Sdund could be much

increased by the provision of a public boat launching ramp and proposed marina

"facilities. There are problems Qf erosionbalong the Long Island Sound shore--

front and problems of siltation near the mouth of the River.

°
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13 Stony Brook Harbor

Boundaries:
From a point on Long Island Sound at’ the northwest corner of Long Beach,
east along the Sound and across the mouth bf Stony Brook Harbor, north along

the shore of West Meadow Beach to the south bouhdary of the Village of 01d Field,

east along the Village boundary to the westerly boundary of the 01d Field Club,

" south along the east side of West Meadow Creek to a point 200' southeast of

Christian Avenue, southwest along'a line 200" southeast of Christian Avenue and
Main Street to the junction with Route 25A, west along Route 25A and a line

projected therefrom to the east boundary of the Village of Head of the Harbor,

-north and west along the east boundary of the Village to the west shore of

Stony Brook Harbor, north along thevHarbof to the west boundary of Long Beach,

;nd north aléng the west bquﬁdary of Long Beach to iong Island Sound.

Importance: v

The area contains wetlands aﬁd wildlife_hébitat,.historic structures and
cultural facilities in a modern reconstruction of a cblonialbvillage, a béach,
and boating facilities. Beach access énd recreation opportuniﬁies are>preéently-
constrained by the Town of Btooghaven'é practice of leasing shorefront lots at
West Meadow Beach for private, often substandard, seasonal. cot tages. -There is

a controversy over channel dredging and an extraordinary demand for additional

_boating facilitiés.

10



. lllo Port Jefferson

Boundaries: .- : ’ : .

l , _ : ‘ o ~ the Village of Poquott-Village of

J - From a point.on the west side of Port Jefferson Harbor at/Port Jefferson
bouﬁdary, east‘across the Harbor to thé sauthwest corner of tﬁe Village of Belle
Terre, east along the sourthé¥n boundéry 6f'the Village of Belié Terre fo the
éoutheast corner of the‘Village, dﬁe.soﬁth to a point QOO' sﬁutheést éf East a
Broadﬁay, west alohg a line‘200' SOuth1§f'East Broadway and West’Broédway to
a point due soutﬁ-of Beach'Road, north to the interseéﬁion of Beach Road éﬂd
West Broadway, north along ﬁeach Road to Passway, nortﬁwest élong a iine frqm the
end of Passway to the boﬁndary of the Villége of Poduott, and.northeést aiong: |
the Village bdundary to the point of beginning. |

Importance: |

The delineated area comprises the most heavily utilized portion of oné of the

terminal and mixéd industrial'ana commercial uses. There are opportunities for
waterfronﬁ redevelopment, particularly through:thevreﬁoval of oil tanks and éther
obsolete or non-water ﬂependent uses and the possible relocation of the sewage
treatment facility. The retention of limited industrial faciliﬁies; including
stone docks and a power plant and the férfy terminal apﬁearé to be compatible with
the improvement of pedgstrian and véhiéular access to the shore,'the'expansion

of recreational boating facilities,.the ctéation‘of an historic district, the

enhancement of scenic views and the promotion of tourism.

I North Shore's most important harbors. It includes the town dock, the ferry
l15- Mount Sinai Harbor

Boundaries:

From the west jetty at the north end of.Mount Sinai Harbor, east across
the mouth of the Harbor along the shore of Long Island Sound to the éeast boundary

' of Cedar Beach, south along the east boundary of Cedar Beach to Harbor Beach Road,
8 11



.and economic losses.

east along Harbor Beach Road to Pipe Stave Hollow Road, southwest along Pipe—_ .

Stave Hollow Road and along a line extended in the'séme direction to the shore7of

" Mount Sinai Harbor, southwest along the shore.of Mount Sinai Harbor to Shore Road,

southwest along Shore Road to.Bayview Avenue, west along Bayview Avenue to Crystal
Brook Hollow Road, north.aiong Crystal Brook Hollow Road a point due west of the

west side of Mount Sinai Harbor, east to the Harbor and north, and northwest,along

. the west side of the Harbor to the point of-béginning,

Importance:

Thg area has Been thg éubject afconsiderabie contfoversy duriné fhé past
several decades, as environmentalists,.recreatiopists, and develoéers have_fbught
over issues of Qetlands.and habitat preéervation, dredging and sand-mining. The.
area, which-is partiéularly scenic,-containé érime wetland.habitat, a beach and
boafing facilities. Cbnsidefable porfions of the shore area have_beenvaﬁquired

by the Town of BrookhaQen,_ There afé dpportuni;ies for the expansion of boating

-and passive recreation facilities. The existence of upland and littoral erosion

‘problems indicates a need for the careful siting of structures and the utilization

of appropriate land management techniques to minimize potential environmental

12



l16 Shoreham-Wading River.

Boundaries:

_From a point on the shore of Long lsland Sound at the wesc boundary of the
property of the Long Island Lighting Company, east along the shore to Sound Road
south along Sound Road to North Wading River Road and North Country Road, south
across North Wading River Road to a point 100' south of North Wading River Road,
west along North Country Road to the eastern boundary of the LILCO property,
south along the boundary of the LILCO property and along a line extended therefrom
- to Route 25A, west along Route 25A to a point due south of the southwest corner
of the LILCO property, north to the southwest corner of the LILCO property, and
north along the western boundary of the LILCO property to Long Island Sound.

Importance:

The area, which comprises wetlands, prime wildlife habitat, and beach frontage,.
includes the. site of Long Island's first nuclear poner plant. There are scenic
views and a cluster of historic structures in the hamlet of Wading River. The
880 acre power plant site appears sufficiently large to permit the establlshment
of multiple uses in certain buffer areas. Swimming and boating fac111ties and even‘
a ferry terminal, should one be requlred, can be sited and designed to minimlze

problems of power plant security and visitor safety

13



'17 Peconic River
‘ Section "A"

‘Boundaries:

- From a point at the easterly border of the federally owned Grumman property
and the intersection of Peconic Avenue and River Road, east along River Road to
Edwards Avenue for a distance of 50', east along a line 50' south of River Road

to the Long Island Railroad, east along the Railroad to Forge Road, south along

i

i

}

l Forge Road to the present holdings of Suffolk County and bNugent Driye, west along

l Nugent Drive to South River Road, west along South River Road and Manor Road to

a point due south of the southeast corner of the Grumman property, and north to

' and along the easterly border of the Grumman property to the point of beginning.

Importance:

' " The delineated area comprlses an as kyet unprotected portion of the Peconlc

l River Valley. It contains freshwater wetlands and prime wildlife habitat. There

is a scenic view from the Long Island Expressway and there are opportunities for

l the kinds of recreational activn:ies, such as conoeing, hiking, and bird watching,

that are compatible with watershed protection. . . _ - o ' v _

l ' L ,Whtwlttgwﬂwﬁamnln-;;gﬁg'fﬁﬁ'.Qiantl#fﬂf.

'  Section "B" - : - o i »

Boundaries.: A o 0 -

' From the intersection of Town Line vRoac‘l and Swan Pond Road, east along Swan
ond Road and the south boundary of the Grumman property, south and east along

' the perimeter of the Grumman property to the southeast corner of the Grumman
property at the north boundary of the Suffolk County parklands, west along the

' north boundary of the Suffolk County parklands to David Terry Street,. north along '

l David Terry Street and Wading Rlver - Manorv1lle Road to the intersection with Town

3

i

B

B

Line Road, and north along Town Line Road to Swan Pond Road.

- 14



'Importance:

The area includes Swan Pond and other ponds that constitute a significant
portion of the Peconic watershed. Notwithstanding the proximityiof the‘Calverton
. (Grumman) airport, for which 1t servee as a buffer;.the‘area provides prime wildlife
habitat. It also includes the last remeining cranberry bogs on Long Islend. Major
’developmental constraints preclude most land nses but do permit'agricultural and

extensive recreational use.

Ils Baiting Hollow

“Boundaries:

From a point on the shore of Long Island Sound at the eesterI; boundary of

' Wildwood State Park, east along the shore of Long Island Sound to the nesterly
boundary of the Reeves Park subdivision, south along the boundary of the subdivision
:to a point 1000' south of Long Island Sound, due west to the easterly b0undary of

. ‘the Flagg Country Club, south, west, and north along the perimeter of the Club to

-a point 100' south of the edge of the bluff west along a line 100' south of the

edge of the bluff to the easterly boundary of Wildwood State Park, and north along

the boundary of the Park to Long Island Sound.

.Importance:

The area offers numerous existing and potential recreation opportunities.(
There is an existing golf course, a private camp, and a boy scout camp with de-~
- veloped shorefront facilities. The bluffs along the shore constitute a fragile
physical feature of scenic importance, whose protection and proper management
would help to preserve the integrity of adJacent farmlands. The presence of
clusters of substandard seasonal housing units createe fire‘hazards and water

and sewer problems.

15 -
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19A JAMESPORT - .-

Boundaries:

From the westerly boundéry of LILCO property,Aeastward'along.tﬁe Séund to
:the western boundary of the Southold Town park at Mattituck Inlet, south to
the top of the bluff, then west to the LILCO property, south to Sound Avenue,
west to the westerly edge of LILCO property and north to the Long Island Sound.

Importance: B

The area contains historic buildings, a fresh water pond andeildlife.

There are erosion problems and recreation opportunities.

[
O
[~/

MATTITUCK INLET
. Boundaries:r
From the southeast corner of the Southold Town Park, east and southvaIOng
Naugeles Road to .the intersection w1th Mill Road,_east along Mill Road to a
- point 100' west of Mattituck Creek, south along a line 100' west of Mattituck
Creek to its 1ntersect1on with Bayview Avenue, east across Mattituck Creek to
. Knollwood Lane, north albng a_liné 100* é;st of Méttifuqk Creek to Long Island
Sound, west ﬁo the northeast corner of tﬂe Town Park, and_south;aiong the
eastern boundary of the Park.
Importance:.
Mattituck Inlet provides acceésfto the only protected harbor between MOuht
Sinai and Greenport. It is heavily used for recreational boating. ‘Tﬁeré is
boteﬁtiél for redeveloément ;hfough the removal of abandoned qr~obsol§;e indus-
trial uées ahd the-ekpansion of‘recre#tiﬁn faciiities and recreation-related

- businesses.

20 PECONIC BLUFFS

Boundaries:

From Duck Pond Point and Long Island Sound, east to a point 4000' west

‘16
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of Goldsmith Inlet, south for a distance of 1000';'wést along a‘line 1000' south

-of Long Island Sound to a point due south of Duck Pond Point, and north to Duck

Pond Point and Long Island Sound.

Importance:

The Long Island Sound . bluffs constitute.a fragilephysical feafure of visual,

-environmental and recreational significance. Preservation is compatible with

limited recreational development includihg camping on the south slopeé and pe-

destrian .access to the shore.

EAST MARION - DAM POND AREA

Boundaries:

" From a point on Long Island Sound 2000' to the east of Rocky Point, east

- to a point 1000' west qf Terry Point, .south ‘to Main Road, east along Main Road

" to Tabor Road, south on Tabor Road to Orchard Streei, west along Orchard Street

‘to a point 100' east of Orient Street, south along a line 100' to the east of

Orient Street to the point of intersection with King Street, west along King

Street, -continuing in a westerly direction.across the shore and waters of
Orient Harbor to the south end of Cedar Lane, north along Cedar Lane and -

across Main Road to a point 100' north of Main Road, east along Main Road to

.a point opposite Trumans Path, and north to .the point of beginning.

Importance:

This afea provides some of the most-outstandiﬁg scenic views to be founa
anywhere on Long Island. Thefe are also numerous historic structqfes, most
of them grouped in close proximity to.one another in the‘hamlet of Orient.
Existing recreation bpportunities for beach use and boating that cou}d be ex-
panded through restoratiqn of an abandoned sénd mining area. Wetland areas

provide habitat for wildlife.

17
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22 ORIéNT POINT

Boundaries:

‘Frbm a point located at the éasternrend‘of Main Rdad, horth to Long Island
Sound, around Orient Point to tﬁe east‘end of Ofient State Park, north along
the easf boundéfy of'the Orient State Park.td Main Road, and east aléng Main
Road to its terminus;

Imgoftance:

The area comprises the eastern end of the North Férk ;nd tﬁe site of thé
Orient ?oint - New London ferry terminals; It affords scenic views, and the
pétential for limited recreation oppoftunities, such as‘those ﬁrovidéd by a
fishing pier, and for the developmeﬁt of resort-related commercial facilitiés.'

There are severe erosion control problems that require attention.

23 GREENPORT
Boundaries:
From,Fanniﬁg Point on the southwestern side of Greehport>Harbor,.ﬁorth
‘ aldng Fifth Street to Front Street (Route 25);.east élong Front Street, to
Main Street, north along Main Street to the northern boundafy of the Village
of Greenport, east and south aiong the village boundary through Sterling Basin |
to Greenport Harbor, and west across Greeﬂport Harbor to Fanning Point.

Importance:

Greenport is the major 4ctivify center for_the North Fork. The delineated
area cohtains numerbus-historic strﬁctures, rééreational boating facilities,
resort related commercial enterprises, attractive waterfront views, and the

- Shelter Island Ferry terminal. There are several sites that might be developéd
.or redeveloped to accommodate on shore support facilities for outer continental
shelf exploration and development;‘a commercial fishefies complex, including
‘docks, a warehopse, and sales area; touriét facilitieé, and new residential

structures.

18
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ROBINS ISLAND

Boundaries:

From a point 100' seaward of the northwest corner of the Islénd and

continuing along a line located at a distance of 100' from the shore, east to
- Little Peconic Bay, south to the South Race, west to Great Peconic Bay, and north

" to the North Race and the poinﬁ of beginning.

Importance:

Natural features and relative isolation provide excellent wildllfe habifat.

The Island also offers scenic views and outstanding opportunities for active and

" passive recreation.

SOUTH JAMESPORT

Boundaries:

From ;he‘South Jamesport Avenue and the Long -Island Rallroad, south along

.South Jamesport Avenue to Peconic Bay Boulevard, east along Peconic Bay Boulevard

to the New York State Boat Launching facility, south to Peconic Bay, west along

Peconic Bay to West Street, north along West Street to the Lorg Island Railroad, -

‘and east along the Long Island Railroad to South Jamesport Avenue.

Importance:

“The delineated area contains structures of historic and cultural significance

‘including the group of houses at the old campgrounds; affords scenic views and

passive recreation opportunities; and has considerable potential for the expansion

. of tourism and resort related business through the redevelopment of obsolete or

"blighted commercial facilities and seasohal houses.

19
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Downtown Rivefhead

Boundaries:

From a point on Nugent Drive where Nhgent Drive intersects the boundary of

- the Suffolk County parklands, east along Nugent Drive and Route 24 to County Road

105, north along County Road 105 to the Suffolk County Golf Course and Riverside

Drive, west and north along Riverside Drive to Main Street, nortﬁsacross Main Street

to Fishel Avenue, north along Fishel Avenue to Elton Street, west along Elton Street

to Roanoke Avenue to Pulaski Road, west along Pulaski Road to Raynor Avenue, south

1

along Raynor Avenue to West Main Street, and éouth across the Peconic River to' the
point of beginning.

. Imgortance:

The area éncompasses a broad range of nafural and developed sités~and serves
as the access corridor linking other poftions of Suffolk with the nearby County
Center. There are opportuﬁities for impro&ed pedestrian access to the River for
passive recreation compatible with the protection of the‘River and the preservation
of wetland and wildlife habitét, for harb&r and downtowﬁ redevelopment, including

the restoration or enhancement of scenic views or vistas, and for historic preser-

vation.

28 FLANDERS
Boundaries:
.From Reeves Bay and Bay Avenue, south on Bay Avenue to Riverhead-Hampton

Bays Road  (Route 24); east along Riverhead-Hampton Bays Road to the west boundary

20
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Hof Sears—Bellowé Couniy Pa;k, south'along the westerly bouﬁdary 6f the Park to
Sunrise Highway, weét along Sunrise Highﬁay to Pleasure Drive, ﬁorthvaiongb
Pleasure Dtive to Riverhead-Hampton Bays Road (Route 24), west along RiQer—
heaa—Hampton Bays Road ﬁo'a poinf oppoéite'ﬁap%e-Avenue, north to Reeves Bay
and across Reeves Bay to the point of Beginning.‘ - |

Importance: | |

The area in its present relatively'undeveloped state constitutes a prime
-.aquifer rechargé site. It provides‘gxcellen; wildlife habi;af and, if properly
‘managed, could accommédate limited recreational uses, such as bird watching,

' hiking,'and camping.

SHINNECOCK CANAL

Boundaries:

From the south shore of Great feconic Bay.at'a boint due'north of the
intersection of Sunrise Avenue and Newtbwn Road; east along the shore and across
the Canal to a point 2000' east of the Canal, séuth along a liné locaﬁed 2000'
easﬁ of the Canal to Shinmnecock Bay, west across Shinnecock Ba& to the eastern

-end of Argonne Road, west aloﬁg Argoﬂne_Road to Lynn Avenue;-north along Lynn_'
- Avenue to Montauk Highway, east along Montauk Highway to Newtown Road;'horth
-along Néwtown Road to the intergection with éunfise Avenue, and north‘aléng a

straighi line connecting the intersection and the point of Beginning.

Importance:

The area already contains a considerable aﬁount of recreation relatéd
development. ‘There'are outstanding views, together with significant poteﬁtial
‘for the expansion of fishing, shellfiéhing, boating, swimming and other recreationél
acﬁivities. Improvement aﬂdvexpansion of commercial recreation and resbrt facili-
ties would provide the dual benefits of increased public access to coasgal
recreation resources and added income from tourism. Year-round occupancy.of old,
' ﬁomeé presents a problem in ﬁortions of the area.

sometimes substandard seasonal
' ’ 21
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Current efforts to upgrade substandard housing and to promote economic develop-
ment do not appear incompatible with resource preservation. However, concern

“about the future development of the Reservation .and tﬁe extent to which tribal

actions affecting land use and water quality may or may not be constrained by

- local and state laws and regulations suggests inclusion of the Reservation as

a G.A.P.C.

30 COW_NECK

Boundaries:
From a point at the confluence of Sebonac Creek and Great Peconic Bay,

northeast along the shore of Great Peconic Bay and the South Race to Cow Neck _

‘Point, east along the shore of Little Peconic Bay to a point opposite the north

end of North Sea Road, south along North Sea Road to S;ott Road, soufhwest along
Scott Road to ‘the interéégtion of Scott and Millstone Brook Roads, west along
Millstone Brook Road to Bafkers Island goad, north alonngarkers Island Road to
Bullhead ﬁay, north acrosé Bullhead Bay and fhrough Sebénac Creek to Peconic Bay.
" Importance: | - | |
The delineated area has long been regarded as a candidate for:preservétién
and/or conservation. There afe numerous séenic views aﬁd extensive areas of

high quality wildlife habitat. The site has considerable potential for the

, deVelopment of both active and passive recreation opportunities compatible with

the protection of environmental values. Should Robins Island become a park or

preserve, a small portion of the Cow Neck site might serve as the southern terminus

of a seasonal or limited recreational ferry service.

31 SAG HARBOR

Boundaries: -

From a point on Sag Harbor Cove at the north end of Cove Road, eastvalong

22
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_the shore of Sag Harbor Cove, southeast along the shore of Sag Harbor to the
west boundary of Havens Beach,'southwest along the northwest edge of the Beach

‘and along a line extended in the same direction therefrom to its intersection

with Hampton Road, northwest aldng Hampton Avenue, to Clinton Street, southwest

".on Clinton Street to Jermain Avenue, west along Jermain Avenue to Main Street,

‘north along Main Street to John Street, west and north along John Street to the

shore of Upper Sag Harbor Cove, north across Upper Sag Harbor Cove to Redwood .

and Cove Road, and north along Coﬁe Road to the shore of Sag Harbor Cove.

Importance:

Sag Harbor is one of the South Fork's major activity centers. A former

whaling port, it contains a whaling museum and numerous structures of historic

~and architectural interest. There are opportunities for waterfront redevelopment

~ to enhance scenic views, foster historic preservation and restoration, and

improve the economic base through the provision of appropriate tourist and

commercial recreation facilities.
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SHELTER ISLAND - MASHOMACK FOREST

Boundaries:

From a point on Ferry Road at the northwest corner of the'property of the

Nature Conservancy, east along the north boundary of the. property of the Nature

Conservancy to Congdon's Creek, east around the south shore of Coecles Harbor

to Gardiners Bay, south along the shore of Gardiners Bay to Mashomack Point,

west around Mashomack Point to Shelter Island Sound, northwest along the shore

~ to a point 100' east of Thompson Road, northwest along a line 100' to the

northeast of Irene Lane and north of Lind# Road aqd Valley Road to Ferry Road;
and nofth on Ferry Road to the prdperty of the ﬁature‘Conservancy. -
| Importance: ‘ |
The area contains prime wildlife habitat. 'Its preservatioﬁ or limited
develofment'would complemgn£:Suffolk County conservation and preservation

efforts in the nearby Northwest Harbor area.

o}
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33 NORTHWEST HARBOR - GRACE ESTATE
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Boundaries:

From a point on the shore of Northwest Harbor at the northeast corner of

Northwest Harbor Park, northeast along the shore to the southwest cormer of Cedar

Poiﬁt Park, east along the south béundarf of Cedar Point Park to 0ld Northwest
Road, south along Old.Northwest ﬁo Northwest Lénding Road, north»and wgst along
Northwest Landing Road to the northeast boundary of Northwést Harbor fark,'and
northwest along the northeast boundary of the Park to Northwest Harbor.
Importance: - | | ‘ .
The delineated.area constitutés the missing piece needgd to connect two
major countyvparks. Public or quasi-public acquisition or management would assure
the protection and preservation of the East Haméton'shoreline from the eaétern
end'of Sag‘ﬂarbor to the western end éf Gardinefs Bay. The’upiand por;iéns of

24
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the area contain valuable freshwater wetlands and prime wildlife habitat. An

- existing camp, shorefront, and other sites suitable for recreation activities

indicate opportunities for establishing a mix of compatible conservation and

recreation uses.

ACABONACK HARBOR

- Boundaries:

From a poiht on Gardiners Bay directly.northeast'of the intersection of

. Fireplace Road and Gerard Drive, -south along the shore and across the entrance

- to Acabonack Harbor to Louse Point, southwest along Louse Point Road to

Amagansett~-Springs Road, morthwest along Amagansett-Springs Road to Fireplace
Road, northeast along Fireplace Road to the intersection of Fireplace Road and

Gerard Dirve,.and northeast to the place of beginning.

ImEortance:

The delineated area contains ﬁetlands,'prime wildlife habitat, and historic

-

-structures.  There are notable scenic views from various vantage points around

‘the Harbor and along Gardiners Bay.

25
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Boundaries:

The boundarie5~are coterminous with those of the Island except at the
southwest corner where they extend eouthwest fron the east side of the south-
west corner along a line immediately to the east of the series of small islands
to Cartwright Island, around Cartwright Island and northeast along a line
immediately to the west of the series of small islands to the west side of the
southwest corner of Gardiners Island.

Imgortance:‘

The islands comprise prime wildlife habitat and historic and archeologicA

sites. There are scenic views and opportunities for multi-season recreation

36

activities such as swimming, boating, hiking, camping and hunting.
FORT POND BAY

Boundaries:- - SRR R 4

From Rocky Point and Fort Pond Bay, east across Fort Pond Road to a point.

on Edgemere Street opposite the northeast corner of the freshwater pond, south

e

balong Edgemere Street to Fort Pond, west across the north end of Fort Pond to

Second House Road, north on Second House Road to the Long Island Railroad,

[y

west along the Railroad to a point opposite Rocky Point, and northeast along

.. a line connecting the Railroad and Rocky Point to Fort Pond Bay.

~ Importance:

Fort Pond Bay, with its deep water acceés, extensive undeveloped acreage,

rail access and existing industrial (sand-mining) activity appears to present

. the best Long Island site for the establishment of support facilities for

outer continental shelf exploration and development. In the event that 0.C.S.
support facilities are not required, the area could accommodate another energy
related use such as a fossil fuel or nuclear power plant. Additional»develop—
ment and redevelopment possibilities include the expansion of research and

development facilities, separately or 1n conJunction with the existing New York

. Ocean Sc1ence Laboratory, and the expansion and upgrading of recreation related

commercial facilities.
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7 Napeague

- Boundaries: :
Excluding all holdings>of‘theAState,of'New York contained within the described
boundary; from a éoint on Napeégue Bay where a néfth—south line drawn along the
eésterly boundary of the holdings'of New Yofk State intersects the shoreline of.

Napeague Bay, east along the Bay to the westerly boundary of Hither Hills State

Park, south along the westerly boundary of Hither Hills State Park to the Atlantic

_Oceén, west along the Atlantic Ocean to a point 100' east of Gilbert Path, north

along a line 100' east of Gilbert Path across Montauk Highway to the boundary of

‘the land of the State of New York, and west and then east along: the perimeter

- .of the State property to Napeague Bay and the place of beginning.

Importance:

The delineated.area forms a link between two State owned.properties, the
Hither Hills State Park and the recently acquired Napeague parcel. It presently

contains scattered commercial and residential uses, including some viable and some

~marginal businesses, a burned out restaurant; standard and substandard seasonal

houses, and town owned waterfront lJand that is:presently leased to privaté indivi-

.duals.  Management measures are needed in order to protect the State lands from

incompatible neighboring uses and_to restore public access to Town lands.
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38A SHINNECOCK INLET

Boundaries: -
From a point on Light'House Road at the southwest.corner of the Ponquogne
Coast Guard Station, east along the southern boundary of the United States Covern—
'ment land to Shinnecock Bay, southeast across Shinnecock Bay to a point on the
barrier island opposite- the north end of Shinnecock Road, south along Shinnecock
- Road to the Atlantic Ocean, west: along the south shore of the barrier island to
the Inlet,,west across the Inlet, and continu1ng west along the south shore of
the barrier island to a point due south of the Ponquogue Bridge, and north across

~ . the barrier island and the Bridge to the southwest corner of the Ponquogue Coast

Guard Station.-

ImEortance:

The Inlet proQides.access ftom the Atlantic Ocean tovShinnecock‘Bay and the
Canal connecting Shinnecock Bay with Great feconic Bay. The delineated area
contains prime.wiidlife habitat and provides opportunities for such recreational

.activities as swimming, boating, fishing, and shellfishing. There is considerable

- e wm s

potential for the expansion of recreational opportunities. In addition, there is

a county-owned site suitable for the establishment of a much needed Long Island

,
-

commercial fisheries receiving and transfer center. Beach erosion and inlet

maintenance problems require frequent, if not continuous management.

388 SHINNECOCK INDIAN RESERVATION

Boundaries:
The boundaries are coterminous with those of_the.Reservation.
~Importance:
The sparsely developed Reservation not,only_contains prime wildlife habitat,

but is contiguous to water areas of equal significance to fish and wildlife.

o am e
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Carmans River

Section "A"

Boundaries:

From the intersection of MilliRoad and Main Stfeet (Yaphank),-eést along Main
Street to a point 200',of the intersection of Ma1n Street and Yaphank Middle Island
Road, south and east along a line 200' northedst of Main Street to its intersection
with River Road, south glqng River Road to the Long Island Expressway, west along -
the Expressway to the northeast boundafy of fhe Squfhaven County Park, wes; and

south along the perimeter of the County Park, a point 200' south of the Carmans

River, northwest along a line 200’ south and west of the River to Mill Road, and
northeast along Mill Road to Main Stréét. o |

ImBortance: |

The érea inclu@es the propose& Yaphénk Hisforic'Disﬁrict;.thé Lower.Lake,v
and a portion of the stream corridor. As in the case of Sectlons "B" and "C",
it constitutes one of several discrete pieces. needed to complete the Carmans

River greenbelt. Section "A" offers opportunities for multiple uses with parti-

cular emphasis on passive recreation and historic preservation.

‘Section "3"

_Boﬁndaries:

From a point on the éoﬁth sidé>of Sﬁnrise’Highway due south of.the southwest
cornér of Southaven Park, east along Sunrise Highway to thebwest boundary of the
Weithein National Wildlife'Refuge, south along the west boundary of‘the Wildiife
Refuge to the tong Island Railroéd,‘ﬁest along the Long Island Railroad to a
poiq;fdue south of the southwest corner of Southaven Park, and north to the south
side of Sunrise Highway and the placg éf beginning. |

Importance: | |

The area provides_highway aécess to the river éorfidor for hiking or boating.

‘There 1is an urgent need to minimize pollutant loadings from existing and potential

- land uses, including the duck farm, in order to protect surface water quality

both in the immediate vicinity and downstream.
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Section "C"

Bonndaries: . ‘

From a point on the shore of.Bellport Bay at.the soothvest corner of the
Weitheim Preserve, east, south, and-west along the perimeter of the property known

as the Manor of St. George (Sec. 981 80, Block 1, Lot 1 of the Suffolk County Tax‘

Map) to Bellport Bay, and north to the point of beginning.

- Importance:
The area, which is particularly scenic, represents a continuation of the

Carmans River greenbelt and provides public access to the shorefront at Bellport

Bay. Inclusion of the Manor of St. George in the greenbelt combines historic

40 PATCHOGUE

Boundaries:

From the intersection of Waverly Avenue and Lake Street,‘east along Lake
Street to West Avenue, south along West Avenue, to Laurel Street, east -along
Laurel Street to Cedar Avenue, south along Cedar Avenue to Patchogue Bay, west
across the mouth of the Patchoéue River to a point on the shore of Patchogue

' Bay due south of River Avenue, north to and along River Avenue to west Main
Street to Waverly Avenue, and north along Waverly Avenue to Lake Street.
Importance: |
: At present, the area contains a mix of indnstrial, transportation,
utility, residential and recreational uses. Some facilities such as the sewage
treatment plant and the oil receiving and storage depot are already obsolete or
' likelv to become so in the near future, ‘There are a number of substandard
‘housing units, which should be rehabilitated or removed. The area also in-
cludes‘the terminus of the heavily used Fire.Island Ferry and the site of
- the proposed Fire Island National Seashore ferry terminal and ancillary build-
ings. There is an opportunity to guide and facilitate‘the redevelopment of
the area to focus on essential water dependent and compatible water enhanced
uses, particularly those related to water based recreation, transport
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41 OAKDALE -

Boundaries:

From a point at Montauk Highway and East Shore Road, southeaet along a

. line connecting East Shore Road and the west boundary of the Sayv1lle County

Park, south along the Park boundary to Nicoll Bay, - west northwest along the

Bay to the extension of East Shore Road, and north along East Shore Road to

-Montauk Highway.

Importance:

] . ‘ o
he area contains obsolete or nearly obsolete vacation homes and a large

instit .
utional use. There is a potent1al for redevelopment for recreational use

2 Champlin Creek

Boundaries:
Erom Montauk Highway and Wingan Drive, east along Montauk Highway; to
Adelhaid Lane, south along Adelhaid Lane to the end and thence south along a line
200' east of Champlin Creek to the momth of the Creek; west across the mouth of
theVCreek to the eaet side of the Seatuch Preserve, north and west along the peri-
meter 5£ the Preserve to a point 200' west of the Creek, north along a line 200'
west of the Creek to the south end of Wingan Drive, ‘and north along Wingan Drive
to Montauk Highway. . |

Importance:

The area encompasses the lower portion of Champlin Creek; the immediately
adjacent uplands that drain into the Creek and Great_South Bay, and_the associated
wetlands. It ptovides a link between two existing wildlife oreserVes and offers

opportunities for habitat protection and recreational boating.

1
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43 OROWOC CREEK - ISLIP

Boundaries:
From Montauk Highway and ﬁegnbn Bouie@ard, east along Mont;uk Highway to
. Marvin Lane; south. along Marviﬁ Lane.to Rayﬁond Street,'wést along Raymond
Street.to the east bank of Ofowoc'Creek, gouth along'the gaét baﬁk of Orbwoc
Creek to a point 6n the shore midway betﬁeen Great Cove Lane and Oéean Avenue
Extensiod, nérthwest across the mouth of‘browoc Creek to the wesf bank, north
" along the west bank>of Orowoc Créék to'Comforf Street, west along‘Comfort
_ Street to Degnon Stfeét; and north élong Dégnon StréetAto Montauk Highway. .
Iméortange: '
_Thé delineated area éompfises’é bliéhtéd waferfront‘and a ﬁrailef park.
There'a;e opportunities for rehabilitation and redevelopment t§ accommddatg

. a small scale commerclal fisheries landing site, including a sales area similar

- to that existing in Freeport; recreational boating facilities; and areas for

. passive recreational uses.

44 Freeport

Boundaries:

From Mill Road and South Maiﬁ Streef, éést along MilliRoad to the Merrick
River, éou;h along the Merrick River to Freéport Creek, southﬁest across the
Creek to a ﬁoint onvthe shore due easﬁ ofrtheveast.end of East Bedell Street,'

west to and along East Bedell Street to South Main Street, and north along

 South Main Street to Mill Road.

Importance:

The area, which includes the site of the inéinerator énd ;djacent land-£fill,
presents the outstanding waterfront redevelopmeﬁt opportunity on the south shore
of Nassau County. There are poténtial sites fo: 0.C.S. support facilitiés,
water dependent in&ustrial uses, marine commercial uses and the possible ex-

pansion of the recreational boat launching ramp and ancillary parking facilities.
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vuceansige

Boundaries:

From the intersection of Hampton Road and Royal Avenue, due east to the

"Long Island Railroad, south along the railroad for a distance of 2000', east

along a line across Lawson Boulevard‘and‘Long Beach to the nortn boundary of the
slte of the Town of Hempstead refuse dlspoaal plant, east and sontn along the
perimeter of the disposal plant site to Barnum's Island Channel, west along

the north shore of the Channel to Long Beach Road, southwest along Long Beach
Road, southwest along Long Beach Road to the Long Island Railroad, north along

the'Long Island Railroad to the north boundary of the>Village_of Islanvaark,

- west along the north boundary of the V111age of Island Park to Hog Island

Channel, north along the east shore of Hog ISland Channel and the connecting
waterway to the intersection of Hampton Road and Royal Avenue.
- Importance: | o |
The area presently contains a landflll‘ and a-power plant. There is suf-

ficient acreage for additional uses, 1nc1ud1ng limited onshore support facili-

. ties for outer continental shelf exploration and development,lndustry and/or

coal storage areas for the power plant. Recreation opportunities and access

-to‘the water could be provided through future redevelopment of the landfill.

Barnum Island

Boundaries:

* From Austin Blvd. and Baker Court, southeast along Baker Courtland a line

- extending therefrom to Reynolds Channel, west'along the'north side of Reynolds

Channel to the east boundary of the Village of Island Park, north along the
village boundary to the intersection of Austin Blvd. and.Baker.Court.
lmgortance: | |
The area comprises an’existing sea plane base and recreation related busi-=

ness. There is a potential site for a commercial fisheries landing, storage,

‘and sales facility as well as sites for other marine commercial uses.
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It is expected that, following the Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning
Board's proposal of the above list of Geographic Areas of Particular'Concern,
a publié hearing or hearings, and modifications of the 1is£, if necessary,

New York State will accept the designations and will incorporate them in the

Nassau—Suffolk portion of the New York State Coastal Zone Management Plan.

Counfy approval will be obtained, in order to facilitate the timely implé-

mentation of necessary management recommendations.

The suggested procedure for future designation of sites not now included

among the proposed G.A.P.C.s or for the deletion of designated sites, should

" conditions change is as follows: 1) staff, governmental or public proposal

to the Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board; 2) staff study and evaluation,

,utilizing previously described criteria; 3) staff recommendation to the Regional

Planning Board; 4) Regional Planning Board.acceptance and publi; hearing;

5) modification, if necessary; and‘submissioh to New York State.
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I.  Description of the Lénd'Capability Classification System

Land Capability is a land classificatioﬁ scﬂéme.whiéh;réflecté the
ability of the environmental resourée.to support various laﬁd uses and
the related activities. The systemiinvblves the.assignment of land areas
to capability units on the basis of the land's phyéical and locational |
characterisﬁiés. | o |

The system physically divides the iand into theAfollowing caﬁegories:

Lénd Capability Unit I - | - ' v

| the environmental resource can Supporf almost any land use
without adverse environmental effecés ifbgontrols afe provided
to meet groundwater and freshwater quality sténdards'and the

aquifer yield is sufficient to meet the demand.

This unit is categorized by an absence of fragile resources and by low sus-

Feptibility to impact from most types of development. Thevrequired performénce
standards are at a minimum. Existing'environmental iaws suffice. The primary
concern is the pievention‘of further dggradation of groundwater and surface
waters. | ”

Where intensive developmént occurs th; performance standards relate to
future changes, fenovations, rédeveloﬁment_of the areas to réduée any adverse
impact on the environment while accommodating future growth{ It is prefer-
able for these areas to accept growth so that.sites.in LandCapability Units

III and IV can remain low intensity development and/or no development areas.



Land Capability Unit II -

the environmental resource can support most land use activities
_provided steps are taken to mitigate adverse environmental

effects.

This unit is characterized by somewhat more vulnerable resources,‘includ-

ing areas of natural vegetation and associated wildlife habitats. The

areas included .are not exceptional in terms of productivity, diversity or

uniqueness.
The constraints to development increase in this unit.

Groundwater may be within 16' at least sometime during the year, and

- the land may have slopes of 87 where erosion potehtial is high.

This unit includes flood prone land subjéct to 100 year floods not

otherwise classified as L.C.U. III and IV. This land has ﬁater storage

capacity and flopd buffering capacity during times of heavy sforms. Con-

struction on this~1and is subject to ﬁazards which can and are being mini-

mized by performance standards and Federal Flood Control regulations.
-L.C.U. II are areas recommended for development that require perform-

ance standards to minimize environmental impact. This unit includes any

' development as long as performance standards are met. The permit pro-

 cedure process must require detailed drawings and specifications as to how

each of the required performance standards are to be met.
The controls required for L.C.U. I are also required for this unit.

Performance controls and design criteria can be used to reduce the

. impacts upon natural areas, including erosion, sedimentation, loss of

habitat, loss of change in primary productivity. See Land Capability Unit

Chart.



Land Capability Unit III -

thé environmental resource can support selected uses provided
‘steps are taken to minimize density and to mitigate adverse

environmental effects.

This unit has increasingly valuaﬁle resources including primé farmland,
brime aquifer-recharge areas, prime.éildlife areas_and significént watershéd
areas and buffer zones for L.C.ﬁ. IV areas. In ecological terﬁs this unit
includes areas of high species diversity, other areas of species Significance
(rare or endangered species) and afeas of high produétivity. |

| The area can tolerate limited devélopﬁent as long as developpent is
accompanied with performance contfols thgt minimize impact. ‘The performance
controls included in L.C.U. I and_II apply also to this unit.

Land Capability Unit IV -

any development would result in moderate to‘extreme degradation

of the resource.

This unit includes the resources that cannot tolerate developmeﬁf ex-
cept in an'extrémely limited.sense. This,érea‘is recommended for pre-
servation. The resource units include the dune system on the barrier
islands, small islands,.tidal‘mafsh, freshwater marsh, and the area im-
mediately next to the_water's edge (either fresh or marine waters), the
bluff face, and areas where the'dépth to ‘seasonal highwater is less than
3 feet. This land must be carefully managed and protected to protect
the resoﬁrce. The performance standards required for this reso;rce in-.
clude all of the standards for Land Capability Units I thru III where

they.afe applicable.

L.C.U. IV would be developed only ﬁnder conditions where overfiding

economic or social values are to be served.

-3- . .



As the importance or uniqueness of the fesqurce increases. the land
capability unit to which it is assigned becomes more restrictive in terms

‘of the kind of development that can occur (i.e., permissible uses) and

~ the peffarmance standards imposed in order to minimize undesirable impact.

Each capability unit includesvresource types,'a concept of probaBle'im-
'pacts, and a range of permissiblé'land uses.and performanae standards
where apptopriate.' The background ﬁaterialauséd to determine the Land
Capability Unit for any particular,aite<can bé identified by looking at
the Natural Resource and>Deve10pmenfal Constraints Maps upon which‘Land ’
Capability is based. See Chartvif;for-the resource units (i.e., natural
reaburces and developmental constraints associated with each capability -

unit). The maps and the accompanying charts ;bEnvironmental Impacts of

' Land Uses and Activities - Envifonmentai Impacts of Construction Activ-

ities — Environmental Features Chart — the Direct and Significant Impact

~ Charts for Operational and Constructional Phases of Development can be
.consulted for writing an EIS. Site visits and tests are also requifed.

~ The Land Capability System can be used as a guide for site development

and for the.site development approvai process. ;_

The Land Qapability is base& upon the followiné_assumptions: 1)
Land management should be based upon the management of.the entire eco-
system. The coastal zone was divided into geographic areas characteriied
by the presence of major ecosystems as described in the natural resources.
The buffer zones desctibed in the Land Capability Unita‘are vital fqr tHe
protection of the resources. 2) Land management- for the protection of

fresh and marine systems ' must include management of the entire watershed

lym



area. Therefore,fohe of the primafy importaﬁt inpués-ihfo Land Capability
are the characteristics of the watershed. ‘It is eépecially important to
control the quality and quantity (rqte).of storﬁwater runoff.into'the re-
ceiving wafer Bodies. - | e

AndeeQelopment ﬁithin a coagtélbwé;ershed area has a potential im-
pact upon ffesh and tidal wetlands, ferrestrial vegetation.énd assoéiated

habitats, groundwater and upon aquatic and marine species. The amount

of impact depends upon the type and extent of develophent and the vulner-

~ 'ability of the environmental umit.

The performance standards that were'developedvfor the various Land
Cépabilit& units concentrated upOnbthe impaéts upon the immediafe systems
(such as vegetation, soils, wildlife habitats) and upoﬁ}the receiving
waters ;nd their inhabitants. A_pfimary goal of the perfofmance stan-
dards is to control and dispose of stormwater runoff in order to'repli—
caté insofar as possible the natural rechargevof‘the.area in tefms of
qﬁality and runoff rate.

The concept of ecosystems reéognizes én‘érganiﬁation'and:dependency
between plants and animals in résponse to their physical enviroﬁment.
Optimum efficiency is required of the living portion of the ecosystém in
capturing and storing nutriénts and energy within the system. If thié
environment is disturbed by man's activities sggh as removing or changing
solls, vegetation, solar insulation, waﬁer quality paramefers or‘quaﬁtity,
the.system lpsgs productivi;y and-diversity; , |

The coéstal zone has a number of méjortsystemé which may be inter-

twined in terms of areal extent. The natural resources section will
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~attempt to describe the major coastal ecosystems in terms of the dominant

piants and animals that make up the biotic communities, the related phys-

1ical properties of the system, and the obsefved unique or particular’

sensitivity of the system to human activities. - The impacts are deScribed
in the Direct and Significant Impact Chart. The impacts are primarily
changes affecting the physical and biological interactions of the system.

Land Capability recognizes‘fhe varying ability of the resource units

' to tolerate development that arises from differences in depth to ground-
water, the ‘existence of bluffs, flood prone areas, the barrier islands,

_areas subject to coastal erosion and biological-physical systems such-as

estuaties, freshwater ponds and streams, tidal streams, wildlife habitats,

plants communities and other ecological associations in the coastal zone.

Chart 11 summarizes the relationship between Land Capability and significant

.resource features.
The impact of development is related to the physical and biological

resource types and with the location of the development within the water- .

' shed or system. The impacts may increase as development occurs closer to

the surface water or groundwater systems. The impacts upon groundwater

may also increase as the soils become more permeable. Impacts are associ-

~ ated with the physical-biological characteristics of the resource units

and with the locational characteristics.

Another major assumption of the Land Capability System is thaﬁ per-

. formance standards are required to mitigate significant environmental

impacts for Land Capability. Performance standards are cumulative in

nature; that is, standards established for Land Capability Unit I also

apply to Units II, III and . Those established for Unit II apply to



Units IIT and IV; and those established for Unit ITT apply to Unit IV.
Another major assumption of the Land Capability System is that per-
formance standards are required to mitiga;e'significant‘envirbnmental

impaéts'for Land Capability. Performance standards are cumulative in

nature; that is, standards established for Land Capability Unit I also

~apply to Unifs II, III and IV. Those established for Unit II apply to

Units III and IV; and those established for Unit III apply to Unit IV,
See below for Chart I and Chart II., Chart I summarizes the.rela-

tionships between the capability units, the relatedvenvironmental'resourées,

developmental constraints and the recommended. controls or performance

standards required for each resource. - -
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CHART 1I

SUMMARY OF THE RELATIONSHIPS OF LAND CAPABILITY AND STGNIFICANT RESOURCE FEATURES

Resource Characteristic

Value of land as aquifer recharge area.

‘Value of land for agriculture production
Value of land for primary productivity

Value of resource-specie diversity

Increase of energy flow

Sensitivity of resources to developmen— '

tal impacts

‘Value of land as watershed - role in’

surface water protection

Nearness to sensitive areas

Development constraints

Hazards

'~ Slopes

Bluffs

Depth to groundwater

L.C.U. = Land Capability Unit

- to IIT or IV

Land Capabiligy Relationship ‘

- Value: increases as L C.U. increases from

I to. III

Highest at L.C.Uu. III

"Highest at L.C.U. IV

Highest at L.C.U.'s III & IV

Highest at III & 1v

Increases as L.C.U.'s increase from
I to IV » :

Increases as L.C.U.'s increase from I .

Increases at L. C U.'s increase from 1

to IV

Increase from L.C.U. I to II

Increase from L.C.U. I to IV

.”inerease from I to II

IIT and IV relate to slopes in terms of

watershed function

Hazard present in IIT and IV

Decreases from I to II

“-13
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II. Need for Land Capability System

A system of thié‘type was recognized as important ﬁecéuse of tﬁe
need to miﬁimizé the furfher loss of the impqrtant reéoutces_of’the area
such as farﬁland, areas of scientifig and educationéi iﬁporténce, highly
productive wetlandé, tﬁe esfuaries which.afe of gfeat comﬁerciai imporf
tance of Nassau-Suffolk for their'commérqial and recreationai vélue.»
Tﬁis systemhas\resulted in a determinafion of wﬁere ﬁérmissible usés and
the éssociated activities cén occur &ithout éignifiéanﬁ degradatioﬁ ofd
coastal resourceé and_interférence with process.

The system can also identify the impacts that may be expécted if

the various resources are developed for an assortment of land uses. Thus

. the tradeoffs will be known.

Appendix Chart A-I indicates the relationship of the resources and
the impacts upon the resources by general development. Appeﬁdix Chart
A-11 describes the relatioﬁship of‘#c;iviﬁies and direct and significant
impacté. |
B The need fof a land capability.system.was recﬁgnizéd.b}'the oBserva—

tion of impacts that have occurred as a result of development and that

~ could be greatly minimized by using a combination of design controls and

performance standards. A list of the impacts follows:

A; Obsérﬁed impacfs qf development upon thé»reéoﬁrce units
1. lLéss or'change.in unique features |
2. Total loss of resource
3. Watershed alteration
_A.»'Loss or change iﬁ biota, productiyity>énd diversity

5. Loss of groundwater quantity and quaiity

“el4-
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:6. Loss of surface waters quality and quantity

7. Loss of prime agrlcultural land

Observed impacts of environmental conditions upon development
1."Slope failure ,

2. Shoreline erosion

3. Natural terrestrial sedimentation and erosion

4. Long-or short-term settlement

5}"Surface and structural damage from shrink swell
6. Surface and structural damage from frost heave '
7. High water table floodiogs

8. Tidal flooding — property losses, 1andform'damage;

" o15-
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 III1. Use of the land Capability Classification System

The Land Capability Classification‘éystem provides a tool for the use ‘of both .
public énd private decisionmakers who wish to utilize land and watef resources in

a manner consonant with preservation of environmental quality. It was developed

. as a guide to locational decisions relating to land uses and activities and to the
_.establishment of performance standards that might serve to mitigate the impacts

' generated as a result of those decisions. ' Each Land Capability Unit identifies

a range of permissible uses than can occur with minimai environméntal impéct.
These recommended uses relate to the. characteristics of the natural énvironment
previously discussed. | |

. The Land Capability Classification Map indicates the Capability Unit of a.

particular parcel or geographic area while the accompanying Land Capability

Reference Chart (Chart 1) 1lists those uses and activities that are acceptable

per se and those that are acceptable subject to the utilization of management

-practices designed to eliminate or reduce adverse impacts.
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V.

Development of the Land CapabilitzﬁSystem

Classification Maps for the coastal zone.

The land capability system was developed by asking and developing information

and conclusions to the following questions.’

What do we have in.terms of resources? .

°

What are the resources’ primarv and essenfial eharaetefistice2

What role do the resources play in a lerger system? How do.ﬁhe
‘gystems: work? . | |

What resources have the greatest value to eociety?

What are the impacts upon the resources7

How are the resources changing due to development’ (i.e.,,man's ’
activities) ‘

For the resources of lower value, how ean developmental impects be
. minimized?

Whaf are the predicted‘future changes in.the resources?

What resources are related in terms of response to development? What

 resources are directly impacted? What resources are diminished

by secondary impacts?
How can the resources be classified in terms of the tolerance of -

development?: (See also Permissable Uses discussion.)

Based on the information generated in response to the above questions, the

~staff identified four major resource classes or Capability Units,

Once these Capability Units were determined and the'controlling re—

‘sources for each tnit identified, information_from the Natural Resources

and Developmental Constraints Maps was used to produce Land Capability

s

The system was then presented

to various groups for suggestions for refinement.

-17-



- m m

- - -

b oN. G =

 V- Relationship of Environmental"Impactsﬂand-Land CaEEE}ligy

The Land Capabilify System.was developéd for the purpose of guiding 4
 '1ocationa1 decisions relating to laﬁd usesﬁahd activitiés and the establish-
ment of acCompanjing performance standards where'neéessary to minimize envi-
"roﬁmenfal impact. The classificatién of‘éreés in cépability uﬁits was based
upon the ability of the envirqnméﬁt to.“cafry" the fecomﬁgnded uses and
activities. : | |
A significant portién of theiland capabiiity wérk was dévoted:té an
evaluation of fhe envirdnmentai effe;té of projected growth and deyeIopment

upon the resoqrcevunit. (These'éffects were summarized in Charts #A-1, A-II
-and AIII.) o | o

The resoufce units were divided into cétegdries bésed upon an énalysis
.pf the ability of the resource to toleraté expecfed impacts by the type of o
resource and by type of impact.‘ Expected impaéts were divided into 1ong—
term ané short-term impacts.

ASince land capaBility.unigé“ﬁusf be‘mépéed, it wasbnecessarf to determine the
cbndition of the resource by location:

1. ‘resoufcés are depleted or gone;

2. resources have a high potential of»being‘suééessfuiiy reélaimed;

3. resources are reasonably intact.

-18- -



-t W en g om

am me M em e wm Gm e we e

E_N I

yI. Land Capability énd:Permiésisle Uéés .
Chérﬁ 1,'p; 8 - =~ provides a'descrippibn of tﬁe méjor eﬁvironﬁéntél aspeéfs of
the four capability classes and indicafes the kiﬁds of.dévélopment-considered ac;

_ ceptable for each. Existihg development,-particglarly in urban areas, is generally
regarded as a ''given". ’Inasmuch as thé application of limitations on development
in essentially built-up’areas Qodld be not 6niy unfair,.but of littlé environmental
vvalue, most of the intensively deQeloped’portions of the‘coaétal zone ﬁave been
assigned to Land Capability Unit I, loéétional and resource considerations not-

" withstanding. As indicated in the Charf, Land Capability Unit I, which inéludés
thé areas least likely to suffer damage from or providé hazards.to man's activifies,

"has the greatest range of permissible uses. All forms of residential, commeréial,

industrial, institutional and other uses. that meet state and local health and land

use regulations are considered acceptable. Land Capability Unit II, which is some-

what more likely to suffer damage from or present hazards to devélopment, has a .
narrower range of uses that are pérmissible per se. Residential densities are pre-
dominantly suburban ({2-4 housiné units per acre)'or rural (¢0-1 housing unit per

acre). Non-residential uses, except for recreation or essential services, tend to

be severely limited because of the need to meet performance standards. Land Capabili=.

ty Unit III, which includes highly permeable and productive soils, as well as steep
slopes and fragile land forms, is even more limited in the range of permissible uses,
allowing only agriculture and low density residential uses. Land Capability Unit IV,

comprising the areas most likely to sustain degradation or even irreversible damage

from man's activities, further limits the permissible uses, allowing only extremely

low density scattered residential uses (for the most part already in place) and

passive recreational or educational uses associated with preserves or other controlled

or limited access areas.

The‘table belo&\lists the Land Capability Units and related general

categbries of permissible uses.

-19- .
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 LAND CAPABILITY AND PERMISSIBLE LAND USE

The following land uses aie reéommended for the Land Capability Units:

‘Land Capability Unit ~ ~ Permissible Land Use
S S - .Y A1l land uses
11 o "7 All land uses except intensive

urban development
CIiI ' ' f_fi<‘Lowvdensity reéidential
"Farmiénd , -
. Park land
Open-space -

v “' g R ' WTf; Prime Ecological areas requiring
: ‘ management :

The relationships'between Land Capability Units, resource units and recom-
mended land uses and activities are described in Chart #I.

~20-
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VII. - Quantitative Characteristics of Environmental Resources Mapping.

Much is yet to ﬁe done_on thé quantification of physical chérac;er-
1stics.re1evant té site planning;' The developmental éonstraints maps
provide.general infdrmafion for sqil permeability, the existence of
slﬁﬁes greater than 15%, a generai indication of the range of deﬁth to
seasonal-high water, etc."The 100 year flood.plain maps show wﬁether a
propertf is’éithin the estimated boundary of tﬁe 100 year flood plain.
This informéﬁion ig based upon readings aﬁ.certﬁin points. vThe fléod
levels between the points are inferfed.» The coastal erosion subplan and
é previoué study, The Erosion of the North Shore of Long Island, Ey
Davies, A#el?od and 0'Connor, providé information on the erosional rate
of the Nassau-Suffolk shorelines. Recommended éetbacks are based upén

the erosional rate. The erosional rate, which varies yearly, is taken

* from readings at. certain 1ocatiéns. The rate between points is inferred.

The developmental constraints maﬁs vary in accuracy depending upon
fhe resource being mapped. Important unknowns that may have significance
for individual site design include the possible presence of clay lehses;
small localized mounds ér depressions in the groundwater, and the precise
bearing capacity of the soil at the required depth. This infbrmation re-
quires site testing.

Some quantitative data appropriate for watershéd_bianning an& estu-
Aary management will be developed'as part of the 208 project. Once this
information is complete, it will be‘incorporated in the Land Capability
(L.C.) Sysfem. - | |

’The areal extent of the boundarigs of the natural resources were
based uﬁon 1976 aeriais. The accuracy 1s estimated at 95% for areas

larger than 1 acre. Areas of less than one acre which are different

_21_”‘



and fevised-as all'aré subject to change.

The areal extent of the Land Capability‘Units are approximations
only. The setback boundaries for Un}tQIIII and IV are not to séale but
indicate the‘existence of the‘units. ‘The_écale of ﬁhe maps is too large
to accurately delineate such small diéténces; The areal extent of the
Land Capabiiity Units for an& locafion is pfobably 85 to 90% acgﬁrate.
To determine the appropriate capability cléssification for border areas
or atypical parcels it will also bevnécessa?y to compére the site chér-
acteristics with the description of the capability uni;s. |

The»developmentai constraintsmaps indicate depth té groundwater

less than 3' based upon soils information. This represents an average -

high water condition; the boundaries of these areas are varying but the

area enclosed is reasonably accurate due to the large scale of the maps.

-22-
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VTII,Intfoduction —-Natﬁral Resources . -

As part of the Coastal Zone Manégement-Plan; a Natural Resaurce Inventory
was conducted. From this-inventory Land Capability Units were derived as pre-

viously described,

In this, the Natural Resource Inventory section of this study, the mapping

technique will be discussed.

. Mapping

The mapping for the Natural Resource Invenfory for Nassau aﬁd Suffolk contains

forty-two boards. . Each board comprises a planimetric base map and a natural resource

inventory overlay. The base map is on a scale of 1"-2000'; it was derived from the
U.S.G.S. Topographic 7 1/2 min. quadrangle series and the N.Y. State Dept. of Trans-

portation maps (scale 1:800; dated 1974)

The inventory information was divided into the follow1ng categories: Primary

and Secondary Coastal Zone Boundaries, Freshwater Wetland, Tidal Marsh, Forest,

Maritime Flora, Dunes, Beaches, 0ld Fields, Farmland, Bluff and Developed Area.

Except for Freshwater Wetlands, Tidal Marsh, Maritime Flora and Coastal Zone Boundaries,

" 'the sole mapping sources for areas other than the South Fork were April 29, 1976

aerial photos (scale 1:1320) flown by the Aerographics Corp. of Bohemia, N.¥Y. and

staff field checks. The-South Fork map sources also included begetation information

from the Group for Americas South Fdrk map series.

For the wetland areas additional sources were used. These sources are as

follows:

Freshwater Wetlands: N.Y. State Freshwater Wetlands, Dec. - Barbara Haines,
John Renkavinsky
Bureau of Water Pollution Control
- Nassau County Health Dept.
Jeff Sama

‘ Town ‘of Hempstead Dept. of Conservation & Waterways
John Zarudsky '

. -23-
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Tidal Marsh: N.Y. State Tidal Wetlands
: ‘DEC & U.S5.G.S. Topo Maps _ :
Town of Hempstead Dept. of Conservation & Waterways
John D. Zardusky and Harold F. Udell

Coastal Zone Boundaries:

All land within the primary and secondary coastal zone was mapped. For a

.complete description, see the Coastal Zone Boundary memo.

Whenevér there was‘an overlap between two gategories the predominant charac—-
teristic was represented, For examplé, bluff took precédence over vegetation.v

In transitional areas, such as formeriy.connected tidal marshes and drained
fresh marshes, the area is represented as it appears on the aerial photo uﬁléss
specific site information existed. If én area has both old field and fresh marsh
vegetation, thé areé is called a freshAmarsh.

Freshwater streams, tidal streams, ponds, lakes, estuaries, bays, all surface

‘waters éppear_oﬁ the base map. Tidal flats, mud flats, feefs appear in incomplete

" form on the U.S.G.S. quandrangles. Coastal shoals have been mapped at the 6' and.

12' contour levels on the preliminary Natural Resource Maps. The lo§ation of shell-

fish and other coastal wildlife habitats, feeding and nesting areas are also

indicated on these méps. Water bodies and natural resource types of less than one

acre do not appear on maps.

22
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X, Developméntal Constraints

Developmgntal constraints afg those physicalAaﬁd locational chafacteristiés
of the land and water resource, which, alone or in coﬁbiﬁation with on—going.coastal
processes, present hazards to or limit thg‘economic-feasibility'and environmental"
acceptability of development; | |

Soil bermeability, range in deﬁth to maximum seasonal eievation of,groundwater;
bslope, lIocation in fespect to the 100 year flood plain, and the shofeline efosional>,

rate are all considered in the assignﬁent of each area to one of the Land Capability

"Units.

Although quantitative data relating to environmental constraints is less com-

:plete in respect to detail and geographic coverage than might be desired, it is
- nonetheless sufficient to permit the development of generalized maps. It may be

. assumed that the developmental constraints maps, based on S.C.S., U.S.G.S., C.0.E.,

and NYSDEC data as interpreted by the Regional Planning Board staff, are correct for

any given'area.aﬁproximately 90% of the time. However, anyone consulting the maps

- should be aware that the. absence of recorded evidence of developmental comstraints

cannot be regarded as conclusive. There are several important site specific condi-
tions such as the existence of clay lenses, specific bearing capacity, etc. and -

important site characteristics must be determined by site testing.
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The maps for the Developmental Constraints section were prepared in the
same manner as the maps for the Natural Resource inventory, that is, 42'bbards

each with a planametric base map and detailed‘overlay, on a scale of 1"=2,000f,

. derived from the U.S.G.S. 7 % min. topographic quadrangles, and the 1974 N.Y.S.

Dept. of  Transportation Méps.
The overlay map has been divided into 14 classifications. Nine of these
classifications refer to soil permeability and were derived from thé Soil Sur-

vey of Suffolk Co., N.Y., prepared by the United States Department of Agricul—‘

ture. The dunes, bluffs and beaches were first observed on the 1976 aerial

ﬁhotographs. This information was suppleﬁented by U.S.G.S. topographic maps,

.'_ the soils survey and staff field checks.

In addition to the sources already mentioned the staff used published and
unpublished U.S.G.S. water quality data and hydrological data for their depth

to groundwater calculations.
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A discussion.of the developmental constrainte of the major surficial geologiﬁ
units, current geologic'cqastal procesées and significant soil charactéristicé
will follow. Most of this informatién is taken féﬁm the 1975. Soil Survey-for
" Suffolk County published by the Soil Conservation Service. Another general

" source were various soil engineering books, 'particularly Soil Mechanics and

Engineering by Scott and Schoustra, The following surficial geologicrunits are
" found in the study area: glacial moraine, glacial outwasﬁ lacustriné sgdimént,
‘dune land, and tidal marsh. =
The glacial moraines, the Ronkonkoma aﬁd the Harbof Hill, are‘m&jbr geomorphic
- features of Long Isiand. The two east—wesﬁ tending ridges
E provide topographic relief to outwash plains formed by alluvial processes duriﬁg
. the retreat and advances of the two glaciers, -

The glacial moraine as a land fofﬁ is characterized as unduiating and hilly
with depressions, The.north shére Harbor Hill moraine and the eastern section
of the Ronkonkoma moraine are still being erpded by aedlian and wave processes.
The floﬁ of stormwater as sheet runoff and in intermittent streams also écntributes
‘to the modification of the landform.

The glacial moraine has a la:ger'percen;age of fines mixed in the parent
material,than»doeé the outwash plain; | .
These smaller soil pafticles.maf decrease ﬁérmeability. The bouidefs éna cdbble-

_ stones found in the till make excavation and site development more difficult.

The topdgraphy of the moraine may require extensive cut
and fills. Since the topography consists of hilltops, sideslopes and lowland,
the soils are constantly varying. The side slopes tend to be sandy while the

~upland flatter areas and particularly the lowlands contain more fines. The

-27-
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depressions contain organic matter and silts which are not suitable as,a-basé

for paving or for foundatioms.

The depth to seasonal highwater may be near the surface in the depressioms, generall

due to a clav lense or to the groundwater level.

' Glacial outwash consists of stratified sands and gravels., The unit is gently

sloping, usually 3% or less. The sandy and gravelly outwash materials are loose

in consistency and have high permeability but require some addition of fine

grained soils as a binder for a road base; The outwash plains are dissected

by numerous glacial meltwater channels gentle in profile but with slightly steeper

" slopes along the channel edges. Erosion is not as great a problem in the out-

-wash plaiﬂ,_but cut soils tend to erode non-uniformally. The internal drainage,

particularly near the coastal edge, may be poor due to the occurrence of im-

permeable_layers.

Although the soils may be found to belhighbfo aﬁeragé in perﬁéability, interﬁal

drainage may. be poor along the majbr‘rivers_dué to the high water table. . e

According to the Suffolk County Soil survey, the silty soils such as Bridge-

hampton and Plymouth with a siltyfsubstratum retain water near the surface‘

duriﬁg precipitation., 1If the area is developed, special éttention éhould be

given to the recﬁarge areas. | A ' |
The Carver and Plymouth soils cannot be used for top soil.

- Where they occur natural vegetatidn should be used for land-

scaping. The Haven and Bridgehampton soils are good for topsoil and should be

conserved.

The development constraints of the lacustrine deposits include a high water table
and a large percentage of silts and clays eroded from uplands,which result -

in low foundation bearing strength.  The soils

-28-
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" may be extremely plastic with a high shrink-swell potentiai;

- on these soils, there is danger that the contiguous areas and the groundwater

\ o .
e

Such soils are usually also subject to frost heave. This condition is not

AT e b vt §

domihant for the soll layer but is significant when cuts are made into the parent
materials; Areas Qith plastic soils-are generally classified as L.C.U; III and IV,
“Muck soils are indicatedA on the Natural Resource mapé as wetlands, f‘are
classified as L. C. IV and are shown on the developmeﬁt constraints maps as |
soils with high water table. ‘These soils are also not suitable for development

due to high compressibility and low foundation strength. If roads are developed

will become polluted with stormwater runoff. This material must be removed in advance

of any type of construction.

Beaches; dune land and tidal marsh are - unifs not recémmended for
de&elbpment. | | . |

The beaches'and-marsheévhave highwater-levéls - and are éuﬁject to wave action.
The dunes are subject to storm waves and constant shifting due to winds.
| _The marshes have a large percenfége of organic material,which has low bearing’
capacity and high settlement potential. Those lands are classified as L.C.U.
III and IV. | |

The bluffs are landforms with 35% or greater faéial slopes‘fbrmed by thé processes
of wind and wave erosion, subsurface flow and by human diéturbance. Tﬁis unit
is susceptible to erosion, slumping aﬁd iand slides. The soils of the bluffs
vary from sandy soils to clays. The bluff face and a recoﬁmended setback area are

classified as L.C.U. IV.
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The bluffs found along thefndrth éhore,»in éreas of the.?éconig Bay and in
the'Montaﬁk’areag.are subject to erosion due fo wave underéutting from storﬁs,
lunar tides, subsurface flow and wind erosion. The erosion of these areas contribute
material to downstream beaches and shoélg.- . | |

A high erosional rate can result in 1oés of land, Qémagé to and loss of structures'
ﬁithin a relatively short period of'time. The recommenaed setbacks and Land
.Capability Units are based upon iﬁetzosional rate (see Erosion Subplan). Per-
formance standards are élso reéommended to ﬁinimize the impact upon development.

The barrier islands consist of dunes-—the. foredune, priméry ﬂune;ldune trough
and seéondary dunes, The more protected'dune tfough and secondary dunes are
.more stable. On the bay side of the barrier island, salt marsh and a series of
marsh islands occur; The natural p;océsses acting on thisbbeach environment ,
“the - wave and wind erosion, long shore transport,-and flooding, prbvidé the
greatest constraints to development in the study area. All of these units are

placed in Land Capability Units III and IV.

The location of the inland boundary éf the 100 year flobd piain'géneraliy
occurs somewhere between the 5 and 10 foot contours on the south shore and it varies
greatly on the barrier island. In areasbwhere the terminal moraine or headlands
are foupd on the coastal edge, the flood plan occurs below approximatley 15 feet;
however, along ;he majof streams and rivers the flood plain extends up the streams
to higher elevations. . The flood plain can be altered by filling in land éausing

other areas to receive the waters. All flood plain areas not already assigned to

'L.C.U. III and IV are within Land Capability Unit II.

Permeability is.defined as the abilify'or éapacity of a porous medium to

transmit a fluid, The permeability of soils in the study area relates to the

variation in the rate at which water moves through the major soil Horizons, as a

result of the porosity or interconnection of open-gpaces in the soil (i.e.

high in medium sand and gravels, low with silts, clays and possibly fine sands).
. ' ' -30- : :



-To simplify the mapﬁing ofvbermeabilities, the staff diﬁided them into categories
based upon the following transmission rates: .63 - 2"/hr, 2" = €.3"/hr, and 6.3"
per hour.. Permeability is a important consideration in environmental planning to

minimize future environmental impact upon the groundwater and surface waters. .

.Areas of high permeability occﬁr oﬁ the map Ghere the expectedipermeability
ié greater than 6" per hour. The areas of high permeability occur on the Carver
doils. The potential for aquifgr recharge is high if the soils are not>under-lain
with’clay.but the potential for aquifer contamination is also hiéh. Othgr per-
meability classifications are shown on the Develépmental Constraints maps legend{
Areas of moderate permeability may be significant for'futufe gréundwater filteriﬁg
systems. These areas present minimum coﬁstraints for development. >A¥eas of low
éermeability could also be used for filtering water.

L According to the 1975 Soil Survey, ifva soil is deﬁeloped
on grade,the frost heave potential is minimum for soils in Suffolk County
and it is assumed to be generally the same for Nassau. " The problem

- “occurs where the subgrade, when exposed by cuts, is not uniform and

differential frost heave occurs.. The soils most susceptible to this condition are

the Bridgehampton, Haven and Montauk series.
Frost heave also occurs when available high water is drawn near the surface

by capillary action. This is most likely to occur in the following soils:

. Atsion,Berryland Canadice, Raynham, Walington , Walpole, Woreham, and Whitman.

The soils are partially or totally associated with marsh areas and contiguous lands
and should not be developed. Areas with these soils are classified in Land Capability
Units ITII and IV, The developmentai constraints maps identify the areas where

frost heave is most likely to occur. On-site testing recommended.
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The depth to groundwater classification for mapping.purposee were divided into .
two major categories: 3 feet or less and 3 to 16 feet. This groundwater average
is based upon USGS informationo Recent highest reported gtoundwater levels were
recorded by locating the particular observation wells on the map. In the areas'with

depth to groundwater of less than 16 feet the potential for impact upon groundwater

-is high. Possible sources of pollution include septic tanks, cesspools, recharge

areas, and the leaching of‘pollutants applied to the soil surface and surface
vegetation., If a maximumdsize cesspoollis 14', the 16! depth allows only 2' of soil
between the bottom of the cesspool and the upper range of groundwater level. This
depth may not be sufficient for the filtering of potential pollutants. |

The maps are essentially probability»maps. Identification of areas with 0-3'
range is based upon soils and wetlands mapping; the 3' - 16' areas is based upon
groundwater contours. Some areae that have depth to groundwater less than-16' during

very high water_tables may not be included. However, it is expected that the accuracy

of the mapping is in the 80%'range.

For mapping purposes the sdopes were nroken_down into tne following categovies:
0-3%, 3-8%, 8~15%, 15-25%,  25%

The slopes.were.considered individually and ae a part of abwatershed system
for Land Capability classification. See L.C. Chart.‘ The slopes are a constraint

to development and development on slopes is a source of s1gn1ficant environmental

‘impact. All slopes are covered by Land Capability Unit II performance standards.

~ Slopes of prime watershed importance are covered by Land Capability Unit III

performance standards.

Slope erodibility potential was not mapped for Nassau-Suffolk because the

‘information required to accurately delinate areaé is not available, However, the

areas that are probably most susceptible to erosion from territorial forces are

land surfaces in swales, disturbed soils, slopes of B% or greater, soils where sheet

runoff occurs, soils subject to high winds, and non-vegetated slopes.

In general, well-graded sands and gravels are less susceptible to erosion than

soils mixed: with clay or silts.  Scils with high permeability not subject to runoff

* o,
-t



or flowing water are less susceptible to erosion than soils with lower perméability.

Landforms subject to wave action aldng high energy beaches are most susceptible

to erosion. Landforms that are located along‘embayments‘are less susceptible to

. erosione.

Areas most subject to sedimentation include areas below or downstream of areas

of exposed or disturbed soils or where increased stormwater runoff stresses natural

- drainage systeus.

The man-made units, which include dredge spoil, filled land and gravel pits vary
widely in physical properties; Site examination is required. Bluffs, beaches and

the barrier disland are subject to dynamic and/or constant change and provide the

"most critical constraints to development.

2 T -33-



Performance Standards
-~ The guidelines and performance standards bentioned in the Land Cababil—

ity Chart I are-concepts.which will be developed as part -of the management

phase of Coastal Zone Management. The performance standards are required to

minimize further impact upon the resources and to reduce the hazards upon de-
velopment.

The guidelines and performance standards hopefully can be used to stream-

1ine and clarify the permit review process for the developer and'for govern-

mental officials.

- The performance standards to be developed will rely heavily upon informa-

. tion developed for the 208 project including work of the Soil Conservation

Service.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
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B e Righ Impact (Maximum condition) X = Noderate Impsct (Average conditfon) . L = Low Impact (Average Condition)

OF CONSTRUCTION PRACTICES

Resource capability is high where {mpacts are minisal or do not occur. - :

V @ Varying Iopact (Other processes iavolved)

. W 1 . . . i ‘
Source: Intcgration of Regional Land Use Planning and Coastal Zone Scfence",

A Guidebook for Planners, June 1576,
Reglonal Plaunning Board for the Office of Policy Development and”

Research Department of H
#R-2050R.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF LAND USES AND ACTIVITIES
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B e High lopact (Masimus conditilon) N © Moderate lmpact (Average comdition) L = Low Impace (Average Condition)
¥ = Varytng Iwpact (Other processes involved) Sascurce capadiliey ts Wigh whare tapacts are atlnimal or 40 not occur.

Source: "Intepration of Keglonal Land Use Planning and Coastal Zone Science”,
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Regional Planning board for the Office of Policy Development and : -
Research Department of Houstng and Urban Development under Comtract : <
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LAND USE CAPABILITIES OF CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES
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Permissible Uses énd Priority of Uses

I. Land Capability and Permissible Uses

. Néssau—Suffolk has made a determination of the environmental accept-
ability of various uses and activi;ies based upon the concept of land
capability. As indicated in the Land Capability Memo, analysis and map-
piné'of natural resources and developmental constraints led to the
establishment of a land classification system reflecting the ability of
the resource to support a range of uses without Suffering significant
degradation or exposing man to.unacceptable hazards.. The Memo, which pro-
vides a detailed descripfion of the characteristic of the four capability
unlts or categories, lists the permissible uses for each unit, including
those uses that are acceptable per se and those fhat are acceptable if
the good site management practices or other techniques are employed to
preclude or mitigate adverse environmentalAimpacts.

Land Capability Unit I, which includes the areas least likely to
suffer damage from or provide hazards to man's activities, has the great-
est r&nge of permissible uses. All forms of residential, commercial, in-
duétrial, instititutional and 6ther uses that meet state and local health
and land use regulations are considered acceptable. Inasmuch as the ap-
plication of limitations on development in essentially built-up areas
would be not only unfair, but of little environmental value, most of the
intensel& developed portions of the coastal zone have been assigned to
Land Capability Unit I, locational and resource considerations notwith-
standing. |

Land Capability Unit II, which is somewhat more likely to suffer
damage from or present hazards to development, has a narrower range of

uses that are permissible per se. Residential densities are predominantly



suburban (<2-4 housing units per acre) or rural (<0-1 housing unit per
acre). Non-residential uses, except for recfeation or essential gervices,
ﬁend to be severely limited becausé of the need to meet performance stan-
dards.

Land Capability Unit I1I, which includes highly pérmeable and pro-
ductive soils, as well as steep slopes and fragile land forms, is even
more limited in the range of permissible uses, allowing only agriculture
and low density residential uses.

Land Capability Unit IV, comprising the areas most likelyAto-suétain
degradation or even irreversible damage from man's aétivities, further
limits the permissible uses, allowing only extremely low density scattered
residential uses~—-for the most part already in place--and passive recre-
ational or educational uses associated with preserves or other contrgiled

or limited access areas.



IT1. Priority of Uses

The determination of prioritieé for coastal locations requires an
understanding of the site requirements of those uses and activities that
are presently accommodated or will have to be accommodated within the
coa;tal zone.

Analysis- of land and water uses and'actiQities in the coastal zone
indicate that they can be classified as water dependent, watér enhanced,
and non-water rela;ed. Most, but not all of the existing uses or activ-
ities in Long Island's primary coastal zone are either water dependent
or water enhanced.

fhere are four major groups of water dependent.uses: 1) uses of the
sea bottom, 2) uses of the living resource, 3) uses of the waters, and
4) uses of the land-water interface. A single use or activity may be
found in one or more of the four groups.

Uses of the sea bottom include extractive uses, such as the removal
of sand and gravel or petroleum products; use of the existing substate
as habitat for shellfish, both naturally occuring and planted; and use as
physical support for underwater transport and communication facilities
such as pipelines, cables, transmission lines, and outfalls--both buried
and exposed. ‘The sea bottom is also used as én-area for the deposition
of wastes, particularly dredge spoil, sludge, and construction materials.

Uses of the living resource; which in some instances cannot really
be distinguished from uses of the sea bottom, include the coﬁmercial
harvesting of finfish and shellfish, aquaéulture, and recreational shell-~-
fishing and finfishing.

Uses of the waters include the transport of persons and good, recre-

ation, waste disposal, industrial processing, and desalination. The



availability of water borne transpbrt is essential for the economic move-
ment of bulk freight such as petroleum products; sand, gravel, and trap
rock; cement; and, possibly, coal. It is important for the efficient
movement of people and commodities via ferry; Coastal waters provide
opportunities for such recreation activities as swimming, Boating, water
skiing, snorkeling, and skin diving. They also'aid in the disposal of
liquid or soluble wastes through the dispersion and dilution of sewage
effluent, industrial chemicals and leachate from landfilis and séoil dis-
posal areas. They provide process wafer for industry, including cooling

water for power generation. Fiﬁally, wherever desalination is feasible,

codstal waters can serve as a source of potable water.

Uses of the land-water interface appear to be even more numerous
than those constituting the three groups discussed above. They include,
among others, the provision of sités for pbrts capable of handling bulk
cargos; namely, oil terminals, and barge facilities for the receipt or
transfer of sand, gravel, trap rock and cement; of furnishing docks and
support facilities for the commercial fishing fleet; and of providing
terminals and ancillary parking and staging areas for ferries. The
shoreline furnishes waterfront sites for boatyards and storage facilities,
marinas, and boat launching ramps, public swimming areaé——generally
beaches~-and their ancillary facilities; fishing piers; bird watching and
water foﬁl hunting areas; educational facilities offering instruction in
nautical skills and in mariﬁe science; and for the conduct of ecological
research and experimentation.

The land-water interface also acéommodates éuch navigation aids as
coast guard station, light houses, and jetties; and such erosion control

devices as groins and inlet sand transfer devices. Occasionally, where



isolated locations are available,‘the terrestrial portion of the primary
zone may accommodate hazardous uses--in the case of the Nassau-Suffolk
Region, an animal quarantine station.

Water enhanced uses and activities are those uses that although not

dependent upon access to the water benefit greatly from a coastal loca-

tion. The attractions are both social, consisting of amenities not found

at an inland site, and economic, consisting of increased profits or re-
duced costs of operation. There are three major groups of water enhanced
land uses and activities: 1) public and private recreational uses of

the shore and adjacent areas, 2) tourism, and 3) residential uses. There
are several additional usesrof local rather than area-wide significance.

Water enhanced recreational uses comprise both public and privately
supported active and passive leisure time pursuits such as golfing,
hiking, picnicking, camping, visiting arbofeta and wildlife sanctuaries,
and strolling on urban promenades or boardwalks.

Tourism, which constitutes a major component of the economic base of
eastern Long Island, includes such commercial activities as the construc-
tion and operation of hotels, motels, restaurants, art galleries, and
glft shops and the construction, sale and/or rental and maintenance of
seasonal and second homes. .

Water enhanced residential useSCOﬁprises year-round recreation-—
oriented housing--in single family homes, rental apartments or condo-
miniums--occupied both by young and middlé aged households and by elderly
retirees. It also comprises health-related housing for the aged, such
as that found in the City of Long Beach.

Miscellaneous uses, generally of limited extent and impact, include

duck farming, sand mining, and the operation of airports and heliports'



where the primary flight paths are over open water. They also include
educational and cultural endeavors that are enriched by rather than de-
pendent upon a coastal location, among them tﬁe restoration of historic
sites and structures evocative of Long Island's past dependence on its
marine environment.

All other uses and activities must be regarded as non-water reléted
and therefore deserving of the lowest priority among the permissible uses
and activities identified on the basis of the land capability analysis.

In accordancé with the requirements of section 305(b) (5) of tﬁé
Coastal Zone Management Act; 15 C.F.R. 923.14(a), and NOAA's Threshold
Paper No. 2, the Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board proposes a&option
of the following guidelines for the determination of prioriﬁies among
uses throughout the coastal zone:

.'First prioriﬁy should be acccrded to uses and activities that are
1) permissible, or environmentally acceptable; 2) water dependent, or
requiring a coastal locaticn; and 3) recommended in regional and local
land use plans. Uses and activities recommended in regional and local
plans are presumed to bg compatible with existing development and there-
fore socially and economically acceptable.

Second priority should be accorded to uses and activities that are
1) permissible; 2) water enhanced, or benefiting from rather than requir-
ing a coastal location; and 3) recommended in_regional and local land use
plans. |

Third priority should be accorded to uses and activitieé_that are
1) permissihle; 2) water dependent; 3) not necessarily contemplated in
regional and local land use plans; but 4) which serve national, state-

wide, or regional needs that cannot be served at alternative locations.



It is likely that sites within designated Geographic Areas of Particular
Concern will suffice for most of the currently identified national, state,b
and regional needs that can be accommodated on Long Island.

Lowest priority should be accorded to uses and activities that 1)
are not among those listed as permissible, 2) do not‘require or benefit
from a coastal location, and 3) are not contemplated in regional and
local plans. The remains of a number of uses that were once water de-
pendent but are no longer so and, in fact, are now obsolete, continue to
preempt waterfront sites. These comprise coastal defense structures,
abandored oil storage tanks, industrial buildings, and warehouses. G.A.P.C.
designation will be utilized to encourage the replanning of older port
areas and to foster the relocation of oil storage facilities—-except those

needed to supply marine traffic, sewage treatment plants and incinerators.

Guidelines on priority of uses for specific resource types within
the coastal zone are generally incorporated in the Land Capability Class-
ification Systems's listing of permissible uses for Units III and IV.
Since the resource types of concern are almost invariably included in one
or the other of these Capability Units, and since the range of acceptéble
uses in each unit is extremely limited, almost any oﬁe of the permissible
uses could be regarded as a priority use.

Thg'following table, derived from Chart 1 of the Land Capability Memo,
lists the specific resource types or portions thereof in Capability Units

ITT and IV and the preferred use or uses for eéch type.



Land

Land

Specific Resource Types Within the Coastal Zone - Preferred Uses

Capability Unit III

Resource Type

critical watershed areas, in-
cluding slopes immediately
adjacent to surface waters
prime aquifer recharge areas
dunes

swales

habitats of significant species
beaches

prime farmland

Capability Unit IV

Resource Type

tidal wetlands

_fresh water marsh

base of swales
bluff face

habitats of protected or
endangered species

areas immediately adjacent
waters

areas of geologic significance

Preferred Use or Uses

low density, residential, open

space, passive recreation

same as above

recreation, education, research
samé as above |
same as above

séme as above

production

Preferred Use or Uses

education, research, passive

_recreation

same as above
'"

"
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" ACTIVITY III - I: Review of Local Plans in the Nassau-Suffolk Region

The following analysis reviewa the’comprehensive plans oflthe‘two.cities,
thirteen towns, two regional groups of mun1c1pa11ties, and thlrty-elghtbv1llages
that have completed a plan during the past. twenty years.‘ Twenty-eight villages
that have land on the coastaloedge have never completed a comprehensive plan{

| A majority of thefplans were'completed by consultantsvto-the municipalitiea.

A few were done by the County-planning agencies under contract to the'municipa-

- lities and the planning boards of some munic1palities completed or modified the

plans for their own areas.

The majority of plans are concerned with local land use issues that affect

property within their boundaries, wh11e a few take into account certain ‘regional

‘needs, such as recreation and certain commercial'and industrial fac111t1es.

IsSues such as water quality and quantity.are addressed in a number of the plans
and the need for sewering to protect the ground water supply or to maintain
quality of the surroundlng water bodies are also covered.

A number of the plans recognize the needs for certain uses in the coastal

‘zone. However, this is not reflected in their current zoning,subdiv1s1on or
~other types of local regulation. The'follouing aummary of_each:of the local

"plans describes the elements in each that are related to coastal zone activities.



CITY OF GLEN COVE

The last revisions to the City plan oerevmade in 1966 The housing recom-
mendations indicated that there- should. be a variety of all types of housing

from apartments to low-density single family homes.» The high den51ty hou31ng

should be related to the central business district while most- of the low density'

'is to be near the shore.

- The plan recommends maintaining the predominantly industrial district that

' encompasses the eastern two—thirds of Glen Cove Creek. At ‘the western end of

Glen Cove Creek, a-public,marina areanis;proposed.in,a location“thatfalready has
some priﬁate marina'uses.

.The major recreation proposals 1nvolve the acquisition of the Bayberry Club

‘to provide additional public frontage on Dosoris Pond and to acquire the pond

‘area that extends south of Lattingtown Road. This latteruacquisition’would pro-

vide a continuous greenbelt;on the City's}eastern border and~§ould allow hiking

and bicycling out toALong Island Sound.

- CITY OF LONG BEACH

A detailed comprehensive plan for ‘the City was completed in 1970 Thenresi- ’

dential -recommendations of this plan are concerned w1th the- existing high den31ty
uses through the City. An overall density reduction is the aim of the plan. ‘In -

~the waterfront apartment zone, less ground coverage, with a trade-off in.in4

creased heightvof the presently allowed six~stories, is proposed'to.off-set the

-s0lid wall conditions taused by existing apartments which effectively blockvthe

ocean front from view. Higher parking standards»for apartments is also recom-

mended to alleviate conflicts that occur in the beach area which: generates large

-amounts of vehicles parked in the vicinity of the oceanfront.  The plan recom-

-- mends re-development of blighted single-and two-family areas into a low rise

‘median density apartment area. This generally applies to the waterfront in the

western portion of the City. The plan also calls for strict enforcement ‘of occu-

2 .



pancy in the one and two—famlly_zonee_where manyfillegal occupancies‘cntrently

exist, There is»alsola ptopoéal_for'limiting norsing homes‘and related facili;

tiee so aS‘not to inctease'the-senlor.citizen population which is presently
higher than anywhere else in Nassau>COuntp. .

The major commercial recommendatlons do not relate to the ehorefront since
they are concerned with a rehabilitatlon‘plan for the central business d1str1ct.
An industrial area of twelve acres is recommended on a site that borders”

Reynolds Channel. The plan notes that there is a.deficiency of at least one-

-hundred acres in park facilities. However, major new land'acquisitions'are
not suggested due to the built-up natufe of the City.‘ Emphasls is on creating
- new recreational facilities on or adJacent to. the. boardwalk along with a marina

'facility on Reynolds Channel.

The plan proposes expansion.of the:exiSting'Sewerage treatment plant with

"a consideration of an ocean outfall to feplace:tﬁe’one in Reynolds Channel

along with the replacement of sewer pipes where a large amOunt of'intrusion'of

ground water is overtaxing the capac1ty of the plant. Replacement of water mains

is also an important plan recommendation, The plan points out that the inciner-

ator residue from the City plant can no longer be accommodated'and three alter-
nate plans for disposal are.recommended;!-:.

A directional master plan summary nas_ptepared by the CltydPlanning Depart-
ment and the Nassau County Planning Commission in.l977; and it reinforces some
of the earlier plan recommendations; ln addition; it emphasieee the recreational—
resort potential of the City of Long Beach and makes specific. plans for convention

and related resort structures in the central portion of the City that adjoins the

boardwalk.

. TOWN OF BABYLON

The Town plan was completed in 1970. Most of the recommendations are general:

however, there are a few that have specific recommendations to land in the coastal
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zone. There are no significant density.change recommendations;ihowever,'the

criteria for new apartments'is'to.locate them throuéhout?all ot the‘ousiness-
areas.in the Town or-in_proximity?to‘thelmajor recreational or institutional'
natcels that erist. ' | e 2

The recreational sectionrof the plan emphaslzes the derelopment of faci-
lities on the mainland rather than the barrier beachf A few neighborhood play-l
grounds are proposed in the coastallzone?.however .no new maJor waterfront'parks
-are Included. A greenbelt from Babylon to\Wyandanch is proposed in order to
protect the land adJacent to the Larll s River.

The plan notes a future deficiency ofidrinking'water and recommends?thatwll
'.‘runoff, treated_waste-water,.andgsome.stream surface waters belretnrned-to the'
‘ ground via recharge mells or.basins."Tne“dralnage p1a5‘51s§ envisions the{maxie
mum use of recharge basins,where:soil.conditions permitrg Sewage‘disposal for |
the Town is proposed to be in accord with"the County plans and'consideration of

a regional approach is also indicated in_dealing with solid waste disposal. -

TOWN OF BROOKHAVEN \

.The Towm plan completed in 1975 recommends a population maximum of 750,000

. people in order to protect the moraine and provide for aquifer recharge. To_>
achieve these objectives, the plan envisions maximum use'of Section 281, nlanned'
_unit developments and transfer of developmentbrignts in order to oreserve open
'space. The plan identifles the wetlands and recommends acqu1sit10n of the major.
areas and protection of the remainder through enforcement of the Scate 1aw and the o
‘use of clustering In the flood plains, rural density open space development is

- recommended where the land is still pr1marily vacant. The plan proposes protectlon
of the barrier beaches by limiting motor vehicles, controlllng the size of hous1ng
that is constructed on 51ngle-ownership lots and generally discouraging new cone

struction directly on the beach.



. The plan recommends the creation of a series of historic districts through-
out the Town in order to preserve some of the unique structures that still exist.
Most of .the afeas are related to the coastal zone area and include Stony Brook,

Se;auket, Yaphank, Miller Piace, Mt. Sinﬁi,:Brodkhaven, East Moriches, Eastpoft

- and South Manor.

'The housing recommendations ih_theipléﬁ_inclﬁde the proposals to cﬁncentrate"

‘new multi-family units in major centers rather. than allowing them fo locate on a
'scattered basis. Since most of the centers in the unincorporated area of the -

- Town are removed from the shore, this will mean that most apartments would be on

inland sites.

The plan proposes a marine recreationél_zoniﬁg categdry to 1imi£ hommerciai

. uses to those that are appropriate on the waterfront. This device can also be

used to expand commercial water-related uses and limit residential'development
in the 100 year flood plain»area. An example of this type‘of commefcial de-

velopment is a resort hotel on the east side of the Terrell River which would

~ complement a poséible County park acquisition and eliminate duck farm uses that

are presently polluting the river{ The recreation proposals inbthe.plan provide

for additional space for Town needs and a bikeway proposal envisions a:right-

v bf—way that would run adjacent to the Peconic River park.

" TOWN OF EAST HAMPTON

The basic goals of the East Hampton Town:plah completed in 1967 are to pfe—

- serve scenic, historic and topographical features in the Town, to promote,touriém'

and recreation as the major industry, to develop selected areas around bays,

harbors and the ocean for recreation and tourist use, to provide as much public

- access to the water as possible and to limit the overall residential development

so that it is in line with the ground water capacity of the Town.

The recreation proposals are based on the acquisition of enough land to

meet national recreation administration standards. . Included is the maximum
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' section.

1_public acquisition of the waterfront through purchase or the use of clustering;

and the requirement that easements be granted in private subdivisions in -order

to maintain water access. There are spec1fic recommendations for the County

to add to its park holdings the large tract of land between Cedar Point Park

and North West Harbor wetlands. The State recommendations include acquisition

of the Curtiss-Wright property adjacent to Hither Hills State Park and the va-
cant land at Montauk Point. This latter'parcel_has not been acquired by’
Suffolk County.

The conservation section of the plan calls forﬁpreservation of wetlands,

‘dunes, beaches, bluffs and other unique features in the'Town : Pollution controli

and periodic dredging of the north end of . Lake Montauk is included in this

There are specific recommendationsVCOncerning the location of water related

commercial facilities. The establishment of transient hou51ng areas which

-would include things like hotels motels and restaurants are a maJor plan pro-

posal. The maintenance of industrial uses on Ft. Pond Bay coupled with the

. establishment of an ocean science laboratory is recommended

In the area of utilities, the plan calls for the extension of water mains
where warranted and the provision ot sewers in high densitp areas. -The-drain—
‘age suggestions include the maximum use-ofvrecharge basins and the development-’
of a comprehensive drainage plan. The refuse disposal section indicates that |

additional land fill capacity will be needed by 1980. Expansion of existing

TOWN OF HEMPSTEAD

The Town plan was completed in 1967 and it is a generalized proposal with

a limited amount of specific recommendations that directly relate to land on

the coastal edge. There are no specific residential recommendations that would-

affect the shore other than a proposal to maintain existing densities. ‘Water-
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front commercial,recommendations are made for the Seaford and Héntagh areas.

- The reservation of land for industrial purposes'includés ihe waterfront land in

parts of Inwood,. Island Park‘and Oceanside.

In the recreation section, theré afe»no specific acquisition proposals;

instead, the emphasis is on dévelopment of exiSting land. Bqét'launching-faci—,

lities are recommended at Oceanside and ﬁefric# while wetlandslﬁreservé areas
similar to facilities in Oceanside are recommended fof other areas‘along the
wa;erfront; A waterways management plan ié propdsed in order fo méingain‘navi-’
gation and provide access to the wetlands. -The portiqh of the‘plén concerhing;

beach erosion discusses the desirability of a Town policy for prbtecting.its

shores from erosion.

" In the area of resfusé dispoéél,-ﬁhé‘éian déterﬁinéé‘thaf tﬁéfe is é‘neéa
for improved incineration capacity in order to phase onf_land'fiil operationé
that presently exist along the shoré. bThis recommendation is‘being impleﬁented
by the construction of a central resources recovefy bﬁeration.-
| The plan proposes a number of regulafdry devices_tﬁat'would_relate to de-
velopment in the coastal zome. Inélﬁded‘is é'minimum elevatibn; earth ah& soil

removal controls and dredging permits only fof public purposés.

TOWN OF HUNTINGTON

The latest plan of the Town was completed in 1965. Its major recommenda-

tions relating to the coastal zone include a proposed Huntington Hérbor rehabi-

litation area. The plan recommends a maximum amount of open space around the

harbor by acquisition and calls for a relationship between the harbor area and
the Huntington central business district. Only harbor oriented commercial uses
are to be allowed on the waterfront and the slopes surrounding the harbor are

to be preserved. The sand and gravel proéessing is to be eliminated.



- In addition to the Huntington HarborAarea,.other watererelated parks

are recommended at Northport Harbor and at Eaton's Neck

The only industrial use on the shore is the existing LILCO facillty All
other new industry is near the railroad or in:the"sourthern:portion of the Town.
The sewerage'recommendations include expanding the existing Huntington

plant to serve those surrounding areas.witnin3which grayityvtlow‘to the plant;

would be possible.

.TOWN OF ISLIP

The preparation of the latest Town plan has extended from 1972 until the

present time. The final volumes in the_overall plan are expected to be com-

- pleted in 1978. This evaluation is concerned withpthe available volumes and

their relationship to coastal zone activities. The goals of the plan that re-

‘late to coastal activities are the protection of adequate andfaccessible rec-

reational areas for all ‘citizens of the Town. -

The plan recommends a water management program ‘to maintain current water
quality. It recommends that sewers be built to proper capacity and not be |
located in environmentally sensitive areas. Any development in wetlands
and watercourses 1s to be subject tobPlanning Department review. Aseistance:‘

in the wetlands management area from higher levels ofrgovernment is suggested.

The plan indicates detailed maps where_wetlands'and‘watercourses management

must be implemented;

The Bay Islands in the Town are'proposed’ae nature preserves with.con—
trolled access to each of them, Tnere are a‘number of suggestions for.reducing
the erosion.of the dunes on Fire Island. They include a prohibition'oﬁ wehicu-
lar traffic;-a limit to construction on‘tne-dunes, and'therplantingbof beach
grass for stabilization. | | - o A

| The recreational recommendations_in the,plan that_relate to the.ahoreline

include the following subjects: a wetlands acquisition program, a nature pre-
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serve,district'for areas of scenic or ecological value, a planned landmark

' preservation district, a flood plain‘ordinance to protect ponds,/streams'and

wetlands,-a reduction in the‘tax-burdensbon private open,space; and'the:'
acquisition of scenic easements.’ | |

The recreation portion of the plan also emphasizes boat launching faci-
lities rather than new marinas.; It proposes to increase the use of the Fire
Island Beaches by reducing the rates on the ferry and leasing some of the

Federal lands on the Island. for additional Town recreational facilities Bus

transportation to the Bayshore and. Sayville ferry terminals is recommended

to increase the accessibility to the oceanfront beaches and a bicycle network

that leads to the shore area is proposed to 1mprove access1bility to recrea-

_tion resources.

There are separate volumes in the'plan that are concerned with the indivi-
dual hamlets in the Town. The hamlet plan for the Bay Shore community relates;

to a renewal of the central business district and the incorporation of a pro—

posed County mini center in the downtown area. .

Part of the business district is‘adjacent to Watchogue Creek. New.apart-
ments and commercial uses are recommended along the creek and pedestrian access

is proposed between this area and the marina district on the Great South Bay.

‘The idea in the. plan is to increase public recreational opportunlties along the

waterfront. The Bay Shore plan also has a historic preservation‘component and

it recommends the planned landmarks preservation district. Tax incentives and

other ideas are put forth to implement the preservation proposal,

The hamlet plans for the waterfront communities of Islip, East Islip and _

Great River include recommendations for easements along the Connetquot River,

. Champlin Creek, and.Orowoc'Creek. Only.recreational'andvresidential uses near

the shore are recommended in these communities with one exception. The upper
end of Orowoc Creek is proposed as a marine business area. The plan envisions

a phaseout of industrial uses and the establishment of more- tourist related
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uses. The idea is to create a waterfront commercial area that is functional,

attractive, and provides a viewof the water from Montauk Highway.

TOWN OF NORTH HEMPSTEAD

The Town of North Hempstead plan'completed in'1969'has a.general section
and a specific plan for the Hempstead Harbor - Port Washlngton Sand Pits area.
The general plan has no specific proposals for res1dential, commercial or in-
dustrial uses in the waterfront area."In the‘utilities area, it recognizes
tnat.the water supply system is inadequate and regional cooperation would be
required.‘ Proposals for sewering include extending seoers to.tne onservede
areas of the Town. In the solid waste disposal field a thlrd inclneratorils
recommended on the Sperry property in North New Hyde Park.

The plan for the Sand Pits recommends a self-contained re51dent1al commu-
nity in the center of the pits. The plan recommends'240 acres of'planned in-
dustrial use at the south end, 200 additional park‘acres at the north end and
50 acres of new Town recreation to serve-tne residentialrunits; "The plan also
calls for public use of the ‘entire west side of Hempstead Harbor. At the Pre—.

sent time, the only public uses are Town and County beaches and an incinerator..

. Facilities such as marinas and pedestrian areas are envisioned on the shore edge.

In 1972 the Town Planning Board produced a more detailed report that in-
cluded a section on the Port Washington sand pits. The’recommended uses were

gimilar to the original ideas in the 1969 Town planf

TOWN OF OYSTER BAY

The Town plan completed 1n'197é has.a limited numper of_recommendations
that affect the coastal zone area due to;tne,built-up nature of.the Town- ~ However,
there are special sections on waterfront communities such as Glennood Landing
and Oyster Bay that relate to coastal zone activ1t1es.'

The present oil storage on the waterfront is proposed to be replaced with
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da pipe 11ne system down the center of Long Island ‘In the Glenwood Landlng area
V,where there is presently a number of industrial uses including 011 storage, .

- the plan proposes changing the waterfront from predominantly industrial use to

a combination of public access and other related uses, such as marinas and
boatels.
Proposals for thevcentral'business,district'adjacent'to themharbor!in:the

hamlet of Oyster Bay include a phaselOut of the light industrial uses on the

waterfront and replacing them‘with water?related commercialhuseshand additional
: puhlic access."The business district itself is_proposed tothave commgrcial |
- redevelopment, various pedestrian connections fromvthe public bnildinés and'new
'parking areas in the business districtdtojcreate a'better relationshio between

~ the business area and the harbor..:A Village greentis also'prooosed along with

a series of historic districts in the area to‘preserve many -historic buildings

'that exist.

The recreational proposa‘s do not include any majo* new acquisitions on the

waterfront. However, they do recommend boat launching facilities at the Florence

~ Avenue Beach in Massapequa and the Centre Island Beach in Bayville.- The access -

to boating facilities is presently deemed acceptable and the plan recommends no

new dredging without a determination of how the dredging w1ll affect the ecologi—

cal balance in the bays around the Town of Oyster Bay.

In the water and sewer proposals, the plan recognizes a need for some re-

charge to protect the ground water supply; bThis is necessary hoth for run-off con-

trol and for the recharge of effluent from the sewer system. There is also a rec- "
~ ommendation of an extension of the Oyster Bay sewage plant outfall to avoid any

aharbor pollution.

The solid waste recommendations review the present incineration methods and -
landfill capacity and indicate that by 1985 the existing facilities w111 be inade-

quate. A greater emphasis on-recycling.isbindicated at the present time.
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TOWN OF RIVERHEAD

The most recent Riverhead Town plan was completed in 1973{ Its major rec-
ommendations include_ailarge open space preserve in Ehe southwest portion of

the Town adjacent to the Peconic River. A goal of the environmental portion

of the plan is to preserve farmlands as long as practicéi.» Heﬁever, theiland

- use plan shows the farmlands as residential or_in&ustrialluses. . The plan‘rec-

ommends the protectioh of the remaining tidal wetlands and salt water marshes

that are of good quality and also includes a proposal for floqd_?lain zoning;

The residential recommendations call for the lowest density in Long'Islandv_.

Sound with a higher density,along'the Peconic Bay. . A maximum populetionfof.

174,000 is envisioned when the Town is fully developed.

In order to improve views of the Peconic River from éhe>d6wntown area,

higher buildings with less land coverage are propoeed where public acquisition

vié not practical. The creation of a marine business district on the river ad-
- Jacent to the Riverhead central business district is desigﬁed to improve the use-

‘ability and visibility of the River. Other ﬁafine bﬁsiness'diStficts are pro-

posed at Meeting Héqse.Creek and in South Jamesport.

Industry in the Town is to be confined to the interior afee. Theronly‘

. exception is the Northville dock propeftyrwhich'is ﬁse&vfor eil imporﬁatibn and

storage.

The recreation portion of the plan‘is concefﬁed with the preservation of

- specific natural areas such as the Deep‘Hoie Woods; Bating Holloﬁ bluffs end

the Roanocke Poinf_woods and fields. Expansibn of beaches at Wading Riyef, Hulse
Landing, Reeves Beach, Iron Pier and South Jamesport is recommended. A.major

Town park and beach at the LILCO site is proposed along with fishing piers at

Roancke landing and Penny's landing. The marina at South Jamesport: is to be éex-

panded and land to be acquired for a new one on Meeting House Creek - the tran-
sient docking facilities at the Riverhead central business district are to be ex-

panded.
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The plankrecommends.the marimum recharge‘of.surface water into the ground
_water table. The .use of clustering to facilitate this drainage is strongly rec-
ommended. There is also to be regulations controlling drainage in inland
'channels in order to prevent saltrwatervintrusion. Public water availability
along the_shore is;also propsed in order to avoid the problems;of intrusion?of
salt water. The,reCOmmendation for sewerageland‘solidvnaste include sewering
the Riverhead hamlet only and working jointly on: the disposal of solid waste |

with the other east end Towns.

TOWN OP SHELTER ISLAND

A plan for the Town ‘was completed in 1972 by the Suffolk County Planning
Commission. The primary goals of the plan were that Shelter Island should re- |
main as a resort community and that the year—round population density should be
controlled so that it is related to the_vater supply. The plan proposes to re—’l
tain the existing ferry systemjand.not construct any'bridges which.would agéell
. erate growth on the island. The plan‘recommends controlling development of-
the wetlands and woodlands by keeping 1 900 acres in open space.. This nould be;.
done via purchase, donation, clustering and scenic easements. Clustering of
the anticipated development on .the ‘Mashomack Forest would set aside a majority
‘of the required acreage in open space.' The planbproposes that commercial mari- -
nas around the island be limited to areas that have adequate depth and tidal
flow So-that there is not a significant demand‘for increased dredging operations.
There are two major»area3~ofvcommercial activity on the island'atvthe pre-~
sent time, and the plan recommends that’higher density uses be concentrated'in
these two locations. This would allow the_construction'of two.small systems which
should be constructed with recharge possibilities to maintain thevbalance in.

the ‘underground water reservoir on the island.

=13 -
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fTOWN OF SMITHTOWN

The Town plan was completed in 1961. .One of its goals 1s the preservation
of wetlands and upstream ponds along Wlth the Long Island Sound shoreline. It

recommends low density uses on'the‘shore and along the Nisseqnogue.River. No

'industrial or commercial uses are proposed on the waterfront.

The County acquisition of the Nissequoge River lands is proposed along with

the Town acquisition of the 1and on the Long ‘Beach peninsula on the Village of

‘7Nissequogue.

A detailed plan proposal is made for the San Remo community and it includes_

studying the feasability of new dock facilities to: serve the Town .

TOWN OF SOUTHAMPTON

The Town of Southampton plan completed'inAl970 proposes‘to relate water re-

sources to maximum development potential. It calls for the creation”of a groundd

water resources budget and recommends maximum'recharge to protect the ground

water, especially in the marine'arealend in the various wetland and stream courses

, throughout the Town. The maximum,populationAof‘the Town including the:five vil-

lages within the Town is set at 127,000. - The plan calls for public water and

se&ers to serve the Village residential (higheridensity)'areas and the'resort

‘areas. The sewers are to be constructed where there is .a density of. over five

persons per acre and in areas that are maJor non—re51dent1a1 uses in which large
amounts of people congregate. The water supply systen recommends a series'of pub-
lic wells in the center of the Town with control overtthe‘creation of private wells
below the 10 foot contour line. The‘overall emphasis in.the.plan on water availf
ability relates'to recharge and recycling sewerage treatment plant_effluent. The
recharge snggestions also include.surface water'run-off from paved areas. A com-

bination of leaching basins, dry wells_and'sumps would be used to facilitate re-

.- charge.

- 14 -
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The major residential recommendatlons inolndeithehusual subnrhan densities,
‘in addition to an agricultural.reserve'area and a water catehment area. The
former area relies on clustering and other methoda to minimize‘the destructlon of
farmland while the latter calls for a very low. density throughout the district
to provide for maximum recharge in the moraine area.'

The industrial,proposals in the plan do not affeot'the coastalhedge since
all proposed induetrial uses are to be on inland sites. e |

The business recommendations inclnde eoeclflclareas forltranéient.motele,:
plus resort and'waterfront busineas uses. . Speeific resort related_recommenda-
tions are for the following locations within the Town: .

(1) Seatuck Cove - Eastport

2) Weesock Creek - East Quoguevi. o
(3)-'West Tiana area " |

(4) The area around the Shinnecock_éanal
(5) Shinmnecock Inlet area

v(6) Thefpart of Shinnecock Bay west of the Ponqnogue Bridge

The major recreation‘facilitydpropoeals:in‘the planninclude regional park;

locations and greenbelt facilities. 'The regional suggestions are for Count& park_

’additions.at Sears-Bellows, Shinnecock County Beach and a new County‘facility at

Camps Pond in NoyacQ The greenbelt proposals are from Kellis Pond'to Camps

Pond, from Hulse Pond to Whitehill and from Sagaponack to Sag Harbor. The Town

park recommendations include eight new waterfront facillties throughout the Town.
The proposals for handling solid waste and scavenger waste include sites in
the eastern and western portions‘of the,Townt’ Packer units are.proposed to col-
lect refuse in local communities_where no regular collection exists atlthelpresent -
time. | |
The plan proposes the creation of a hlstoric district‘in the area in and
around Bridgehampton to preserve some‘of the historic structures. This couldabe

accomplished by a zoning overlay district.  Three other zoning overlay districts

- 15 -



‘;are also part of the recommendations.: They’include_an:agricultural, tidal wet-

land and ocean beach and tidal flood plan.

" There is a special segment of the plan that.is c0ncerned'with the barrier

beach and Shinnecock‘Bay. It makes specific recommendations concerning low.

density. use in the vicinity of the bay. It calls for an east and west environ- -

mental preserve area to protect the wetlands in the bay. It emphasizes the

v need for maintaining public land on the oceanfront S0 that bathing ‘facilities

will be available for the ‘maximum population and to supplement the resort faci-
lities. The bay area plan. recommends that land and services for boating be

combined with,those areas where the marshes have-been destroyed and there is :

'good flushing action in the bay. The Shinnecock Canal area should: accommodate ‘
_a large amount of the boating and resort facilities while the inlet should ac-

‘ commodate a commmercial fishing operation and a public marina.

The plan recommends bluff stabilization in the Shinnecock hills‘along with
an overlood drive in the same area which would create a‘scenlc road with a view
of the bay from the existing Montauk Highway. ‘Fishing groins are proposed west
of Ponquogue Bridge.. B » ' o s | RN B

There are specific environmental recommendations to protect the significant
features of the bay. They include a,prohibition on canal dredging into the up-'
lands and they prohibit new boat channels.in naluable wetlands. The bulkhead -
recommendations include placing those‘bulkheads;needed-for‘protection~above the
upper tidal marshes. To protect the'bluf.fsv,_- there are s\iggestions to permit con-

struction only in the area that is at least 40‘feet inland from the crest of

the primary dune. .

’Town OF SOUTHOLD

The Town plan was completed in 1967 and includes revisions through 1969.
The plan recommends that the maximum year -round population be limited to 35,000

people which is related to the available water supply according to engineering

C= 16 - .
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-studies that were completed during the 1960'5.

The plan proposes retaining existing agricultural uses. and wetlands in
the Town. The methods proposed include a low priority for'municipal services in
the area, zoning, transfer of development rights and assessment.reductions.

The plan proposes the confinement of reSLdential uses to the shore area of

the Town with the interior being in the agricultural dlstrict The public water

supply for the residential area would be obtained from the'Village of Greenport.
A recommendation is made to limit dredging new canals and filling wetlands uith'

a major reason being that salt water intrusion will occur with these types of

activities.

All industrial uses in the plan are confined to inland 51tes while most of

. the commercial uses would also be w1th one exception. That»except1on is a new

location near the waterfront between the community of Southold and the.Village
of Greenport. Existing resort commercial areas are proposed.to be ekpanded'ad-
jacent -to the existing sites on Long Island Sound and fhe Peconic Bay.

The recreational plans 1nc1ude the locatlon of marlnas at Mattltuck Creek
.dames Creek, Wickham Creek and Sage Lane.. The~salt marsh area north ovarient
Point State Park is to be addedtinto the State park 1imits. The Town beach.at
Dam Pond is to be expanded to provide additional frontage on the sound. Addl- |
tional acqu1sitlons are to be made in the Arshamomaque area, Paradise Point Road
at Fishers Island adjacent to the airport, at Marratooka Lake and Deep Hole Creek.
Expansion of existing parks at Hog Neck‘Bay‘and Laurel;Lake are-also proposed.

The drainage recommendations include the use of the wetlands to store run-

off. The wetlands are to be designated on an official map to prohibit residential

encroachment. There is to be more recharge of surface water in order to preserve

the limited supply and the construction of low dams for dikes is recommended

where feasible in order to restrict fresh water drainage into the surrounding

salt water areas.

-17 -
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'Field on Fishers Island.

' THE GREAT NECK PENINSULA

The sewage plans include service for built—up areas for the Town in
order to protect the fresh water resources.fiThe'recommendations;for the dis-

posal of solid waste include composting to supplement the current methods of

“sanitary landfill.

There are’threepairports.in the’Town;.allvof which are on the‘shoreline,

and the plan proposes relocating.the MattituckkAirport from<Peconic Bay to

| Long Island Sound. ' The Charles Rose Airport at Orient Point is proposed to

- be expanded while only repairs and maintenance are proposed for Elizabeth ,

A regional plan for the nine Villages and unincorporated area of the Town

of North Hempstead on the Great Neck Peninsula was completed in 1965. :In ‘

“addition, individual plans were completed at the same time for seven of the nine

. Villages. ThlS analysis also includes the five Villages with waterfront access

that prepared separate plans.

The major regional recommendations were a prohibition of all new apartment

construction wherever it was possible to.re—zone land that is presently-set agide

for such use. The existing industrial and " commerc1a1 land use patterns that

exist on the shorefront were proposed to be retained. There were no new recreation

“sites proposed on the waterfront with the exception of a wetlands acquisition

recommendation. The. peninsula water supply was: deemedadequateand therefore, no

significant proposals exist in the plan. There was a suggestion for the dredging

~of Little Neck Bay to provide improved access from the communities along the

- shore of the Bay. . The recommendations for Manhasset Bay involved the 1dent1fica—'

tion of the extent of the public 1nterest in any dredging of this Bay before en-

dorsement would be given.
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 VILLAGE OF GREAT NECK

The plan for the Village proposes no changeS»in the current residential

-land use pattern. The existing industrial area that occuples the entire shore-

- front of the Village is proposed to be maintained.

VILLAGE OF GREAT NECK ESTATES

The plan proposes to maintain the single family residential'character of

the community. There is a proposal to acquire 50 ‘acres of wetlands adJacent

to the Village park properties on the western end of the communlty where it

'borders Little Neck Bay.

The Village of Great Neck Estates is presently unsewered and the plan

id

suggests a connection to the Belgrave District if sewering is warranted in the -

" npear future.

VILLAGE OF KENSINGTON

This is primarily a built-up community and‘the-plan recommendations are to

A'maintain prevailing densities. There are no facilities proposals; however,'there ‘

is a discussion of the possible dredging of_ManhaSSet Bay to provide improved

access to the Waterfront recreation area within the Village.'

THE VILLAGE OF SADDLE ROCK

This is an entirely built-up Village so the plan for this portiom of the

Great Neck Peninsula recommends no changes in density nor any further land'achi— Av

sitions;'since the Village was deemed to have adequate recreational space and

facilities for its future needs.

VILLAGE OF THOMASTON

The plan proposes a limiting of the density by reducing existing and potential

apartment development. There are no new park'recommendations because there is

-19 -
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_limited land available in the Village ‘and no shorefront land available‘for"

‘aquisition.

NORTHERN OYSTER BAY VILLAGES

In 1971 a series of plans.were comhleted for the estate Villages in Northern »
Oyster Bay Town. The following comments refer to the recommendations for all of
the Villages. The plan recommends that policies be encouraged to allow a 3%
annual growth rate in all of the Villages. It recommends a minimal disturbance
of the natural shorefront in order to avoid storm damage at a future date. The

suggestions for the golf clubs 4in the Villages are that they should ‘be retained

by a tax assessment reduction or a scenic»easement. There should be no acquisi-

tion of land forvrecreational expansion. The only acquisitions that should occur

would be to conserve unique natural resource.

The plan recommends that no.additional medium density housing units be

authorized; only low density development should be allowed. ThereIShould‘be no

new commercial or industrial uses in any of the Villages. The following are '

the individual recommendations for those Villages that are>on”the waterfront

in the Northern Oyster Bay area: '

VILLAGE OF CENTRE ISLAND

The plan recommends no public-seuer or.ﬁaterpsystem for the Village. The
3 acre minimum lot size is to be maintained to.keeu the density_as low as pos=
sible and avoid the need for new public facilities. The metlands area in the
center of the Village that is partially Village owned should be fully brought

under Village control. The 130 acres of beaches should be protected_from erosion.

VILLAGE OF COVE NECK

The plan recommends protecting the remaining marshlands via purchase,
gift, or scenic easement. Buildings.should be diScouraged from being located

- 20 -



" near the shore to stop erosion of the’beaches and steep slopes,in the area. : The
~ use of clustering in the areazthat~is zoned for 4 acre minimum lot sizes should
" "achieve this objective. The one recommended scenic road in the area is Sagamore

" Hiil Road.

“VILLAGE OF LATTINGTOWN

The Village is presently SOZ developed and the plan recommends preserving )

-wetlands and woodlands via clustering or other means. Specific areas to be pre—.l
: served are the Lattingtown Wbods,fthe Long Island Sound frontage near.Peacock

.’Lane, Frost Creek, and the pond which is westvof(Frosthreek, A historic dis-

trict is also recommended in the area west of Frost Creek. Greenbelts are recom-

[

‘ mended'along all of the creeks in the Village and a‘scenicieasement is‘proposed.:

“on the Creek Club. Horse Hollow Road Bayv1lle Road and Feeks Lane are recom-

mended as scenic roads.

. VILLAGE OF LAUREL HOLLOW

“The. plan recommends the protection of the steep slopes in the Village to

avoid erosion and s1ltation problems. The stream beds are to be protected

both for the maintenance of the natural drainage and for scenic purposes.: The

acquisition of the land or an easement on the'property south of St. John's Pond

‘and all along Cold Spring Harbor would be necessary to carry out this idea.

The woodlands east of the Fox Hollow preserve are also part of the preservation

recommendations. The proposed scenic roads are Route ZSA-and Moore s Hill Road.

_ VlLLAGE OF MILL NECK"

' The plan proposes a maintenance of the:currentflow density aoning which re-
quires minimum lots of 3 or 5 acres. There are 600 acres of nndeneloped land
‘in thevVillage of nhich 240iacres’are:nater bodies and wetlands(and 60 acres
classified as sandy beach. These shonld>not he developedt Of the remaining'
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300 acres,'SO are on steep sldpes'andvdevelopmént should not occur on this land.

The plan recommendsbprivate‘and governmental efforts to acquire’thé unique

~ scenic ahd'écologically valuable parcelé,in the Vil1agé. ' The emphasis here.should

be on land along Beaver Lake and its tributa:ie$;  Rogds in-ﬁhe Village that are
recommended as scenic cbrridofs'are Cleft'Road, Mill.Neék Road, West Shore Road

and Mill Hill Road.

OYSTER BAY COVE

The plan recommends.three priorities-fpr natural resource conservation.
They are the steepl& wooded slopes, the'la:ge woodlands §outh of Routé 25A'andv>‘
land adjacent to the two streams in the Villégé. 'The,latter preséfvation could

reserve land for hiking and nature trails.  The plan also recommends some pre~ . =

servation of the remaining limited shore_frontage'along Oyster'Bay‘Harbor;\"

The recommended scenic roads are Route 25A and Cove. Road.

VILLAGE OF BABYLON

A plan was completed for the Village in 1960. Its major rgcommendations;,:

~ that relate to the coastal portion of the Viliage are that higher densities

should only be allowed in ﬁhe bdsineés.district, whileitﬁe area”dufgide of the:
central business district which includes ﬁﬁe-shbrefrdﬁt‘§h$ll réméiﬁ as pfimé;ily
single family uses.‘;The plan recoﬁmends'a marine aéfivities disfriét.in tﬁé
southeast portioﬁ of the Village. .This wbﬁld:include most boatiﬁg‘activiiteS»
but would prohibit most commercial fishiﬁg*opefatioﬁs._’ | | E

Thé parks recommendations include Eﬁo marihas, one on Sumpwams_Cfeek and
the other on Great South Bay. The drainage program is oriented towafds a sys-

tem of catch basins and piping which would drain most pérté'of the.Viliage Eo

the nearest stream. The maintenance of stream channels is also included in this

- section. The issue of sewers‘is covered by .recommending treatment for the entire

Village, and limiting the density of.ﬁultiple units where sewers are noﬁ available.
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VILLAGE OF BAYVILLE

The goals of the 1965 Village plan are as follows' _maintain,the single
family den51ty and permit no multiple dwellings.- Allow the business district'
to be expanded onlyvto serve 1ocal needs and provide.naterfront husiness uses

that would be appropriately related to beach activities, to not allow industrial

uses in the Village and to preserve the marshes and shoreline of the Village.'

The plan recommends some'type of control of the'conversion of summer-units.
to year-round units so that they would be able to meet Village standards.

A special business area is proposed at the west end of the Village whereA

. various commercial activities, such as motels.and restaurants, are now.located

adjacent to the beaches and other recreational uses.A‘A‘waterfront business area

is proposed adJacent to the Bayville Bridge. The recreational portion of the'

plan recommends the acquisition of a Village beach on Long Island Sound in the

‘east end of the community. Also proposed is a marina on Oyster Bay Harbor and»'

the preservation of the wetlands along Mill Neck Creek

. The plan indicates that a drainage studyis needed to control run-off to - B

provide a means of draining poorly maintained privately owned streets. and

" flooding in lowelying areas.f A:provision for recharge is_also included in the

recommendations.

- VILLAGE OF EAST HAMPTON

A plan for the Village was completed in conJunction with the 1967 Town

plan. It calls for maxnmmnutilization of theocemfront and interior. water

‘bodies for recreational use. The plan proposes that commercial and industrial

uses be primarily confined to the central business district. . In the area of
historic preservation, the Village should assist in some way that will provide

for a continual maintenance of unique structures in the Town.

23—
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There are- spec1fic recreational proposals that relate directly to the
coastal zone. One is the acquisition of the Sea Spray Inn property which
would provide additional public oceanfront recreation.' Another is to acquire

property at Georgica Pond for preservation of unique-scenic Valnes in that part

VILLAGE OF FREEPORT

The last complete master plan for theiVillage which was‘issued in.1964 recom-

- mends the maintenance and expansion of.two‘major mixed'use industrial areas in

the east and west ‘ends of the Village, both of which -have direct access to the

waterfront. Marine commercial uses are to be confined to the Woodcleft Canal

and'Hudson‘Bay. The remainder of the Village s waterfront is built up with resi—

' dential uses or recreational uses.

The plan recommends the development of County and Town park areas that are

in or adjacent to the Village. These’ Suggestions have-alreadyvbeen implemented.

The development of the New York City watershed lands‘is_also"recommendedvand

this has been partially implemented. ;”
The recommendations for sewering include.providing”service\for the small
part of the village that is presently unsewered. .The.only recommendations for
storm drainage‘are related to necessary'improvements‘in the southern portion
of the district. Some of the drainage ideas are related to the County improve;
ment project on Atlantic Avenue which has already been completed
The Village Planning Board completed a spec1a1 planning study in 1976 that

was concerned with recommendations for four heaVily used sections of the Freeport

‘waterfront.

The west end of the Village which comprises mixed: industrial and commercial
uses around a series of canals is recommended for a conversion to condominium.use.
There is already some housing in this section and the plan does not envision ex-

tensive needs for new commercial and industrial uses.
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- The Woodcleft Bay section of the Village is prooosed'as.a nautical mile.

‘This extensively developed stretch of marine commetcial uses extends all along

the Bay. The plan recommends the elimination of the few light manufacturing uses
in the area along with public acquisition to obtain a view of the water and

create a small park area. The overall idea is to encoutage additional marine

related shops and a nautical museun, in addition to other commercial actlvities

that presently'exist;.

| The hudson Bay area is proposed for maintenance in its present‘commetcial'
usage. "The onl& new recommendation isito;create'a puhlic fishing piet:on land
that is nresently owned by the Town df Hempstead; o i

In the South Main Street area, the plan‘recommends'maintaining the present

industrial and commercial uses along the'waterffont._-Publicvaccess‘to Freeport'

Creek is recommended within the industrial'parkfarea.:

VILLAGE OF GREENPORT

The Village plan was completed»in 1967 ‘and - its major emphasis is on a _

. better relationship between the central business district and the waterfront..]v

The plan recommends additional publicdspace along the shote'within the Village.

It emphasizes public recreation and sitting space rather than additional marinas.

The plan recommends a new resort type'business area adjacent to the waterfront

‘with pedestrian walks that lead from the business district to this area.

A deep water port is not tecommended and the'plan calls for the‘consolida-:
tion and‘modernization of industtial uses such as fish processing, marine con--
struction and storage into the no:theast‘sector of.the Village's coastline..

The existing:watershed area'comprising‘ZSO acres is to be maintained and
used for camping, picnicing, nature studies and other nassive uses. The

Village presently has a water supply system which the plan recommends be ex-

panded to serve areas in the Town of Southold, both east and west of the Vlllage}
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. It is proposed to treat the effluent from the present treatment plant in order

to discharge ditectly into the ground rather than Long Island Sound in order to

‘ maintain the water supply in the north.fork.

VILLAGE OF ISLAND PARK

. The Village plan'completed in 1963 recommends that most of the naterfrbnt.~
area be retained for single family units and that medium density housing be
located on major roads and around the central bu31ness distrlct.-

A marine'commercial area is recommendedrfor the Bridge Plaza area. The

plan envisions a marina-boatel and related_uses for the site. The existing

industry that is located along the shore of the Village'is'to:be maintained.

- The only new waterfront park recommendation is in the northern part of the

Village at Mud Creek.

' VILLAGE OF LINDENHURST

The latest Village plan is dated 1962 | Tne"tesidential recommendatipns:
include the development of apartments in the central business district and in
the central waterfront area on Great South Bay. The‘latter recommendation_
envisions a residential-resort tjpe area'that nould:include a marina and-re—d
lated marinebcommereial uses in the'centtal portion of the community.. The patks
recommendations are mainly concerned witn'developmentlof the Villagelpeach and
acquiring additions to a few of the park areas that_are in the:proximity'of
creeks in the Villagez | | | ' | | |

~ Sewers are recommended for the entire Village and it is indicated that they

- -.should be provided on a regional basis.. The drainage improvements.include ex- -

tension of lines to facilitate drainage into streams, in addition to the provi—

sions for recharge of some of the run-off into the ground water table.
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VlLLAGE OF LLOYD .HARBOR

The original Village plan was completedvin 1965 and a few revisions

were proposed in 1976. The plan calls for maintaining the two acre residential

patterns in the Village and discourages the introduction of commercial or in-

'dUStrial uses. A special use permit for the development of large parcels for :

~ uses such as institutions is recommended

The recreational recommendations 1nclude acquisition and construction of

-a site for the boat launching facility and a public access point to the harbor.

‘The acquisition of wetlands and a sandsplt adJacent to Lloyd Harbor and Cold

Spring Harbor is also proposed

A plan recommendation for a flood plain district indicates that all land
below the 10 foot contour line be restricted and no. development’of permanent
housing units be allowed below this contour._‘ A

"The 1976 revisions include a proposal'for allowing some non-residential

tax producing uses that would be in character with .the siugle family home

» development in the Village. There was also a recommendation to expand the

public water supply system to serve the entire Village.‘

VILLAGE OF MASSAPEQUA PARK

Since this Village is almost entirely bniltvnp; the 1971 plan recommends
minor changes in the overall land use pattern of the area. In thatspart of the
Village that has access to the water; there is only one recommended land use o
change and that is for a‘series of partments facing.on Jones‘Creek. A passive

recreation area is recommended for a four acre undeveloped park that faces the

" Bay.

There are no significant changes in the storm drainage system other than’

to complete certain minor missing links. There is also a recommendation to
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add additional curbing where it does not presently exist in order'to facilitate

"the'drainage-since there is very little change in topography throughout  the

Village.

 VILLAGE OF NORTH HAVEN

The original master plan for the‘Village was:done by alconsultantfin 196l;
It was revised by the Suffolk County Planning Departmentiin l9731 :ihe latesti |
plan has as its goals_the protection of,the»very limited water supply oithin the“
Village; preservation of the wetlands; limiting the erosion ondthe bluffs and
avoiding construction in areas such as flood plains.- PR .
‘ The Village is presently served by private wells and studies have shown

that the importation of public water would be - very expensive. Therefore, the.

Village must: protect its limited supply and the plan recommends maintaining the

present den51ty that is based on one and two-acre minimum lot sizes Cluster-'

"~ ing within these two zones is recommended in order to reduce the amount of im-

pervious surfaces that are added and, therefore, allow the maximum recharge of

the water into the ground. " The plan also recommends the cons*ruction of sewers
with full recharge in order to protect the quality of the ground water-and'
maintain the quantity'of water that presentlybexists under‘the Village.

A flood. plain zone is also a part of the plan recommendations and the goal

»is to prohibit development in areas that are subJect to flooding.

VILLAGE OF NORTHPORT

The Village plan completed in 1965 calls for the shorefront area to be used
primarily for single family homes and various publlc uses., Ex1sting shipyard and
marina uses that are on the shore are also proposedito'be'retained. There is to
he allimited enpansion of the central business district‘which adjoins the water—~
front. Parking, circulation and buffer improvements are designed to enhance

the business area. The plan proposed a new location for the Village Hall on
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Tonn land on the‘harbor. It hasvsince beenylocated~at the other end'of the
central bu51ness district and the waterfront ‘has been retained in open usen
- The major recreational proposal in the plan is in addition to the
Village beach adjacent to the existing. Steers Beach |

" The plan recommends a study to determine whether sewage should be a Village

or County responsibil1ty The present Village plant serves a ‘small port1on

of the Village and some Town land near the harbor out51de of the Village

“limits, aA'spec1a1 study»of drainage problems is‘recommended with no specific ‘

‘proposals.

VILLAGE OF PATCHOGUE

The Patchogue Village plan completedﬂin‘195§Trecommendsfthe retention:of'

heavy industry on the north part of the Patchogue River. On the southernhpart

of the river it is proposed to have a-combination of 1ight<industry, various-‘

publicbuses, and low density residential nseSa The bay frontage is to have a
combination of public and low density residential uses. : -

The sewerage recommendations include the expanslon oflthe existing service;
area that is presently served by a small primary:hdtreatmentvplant at‘the headii
of the.Patchogue River. When‘the linesuarefektended to serve‘the entire Village,
a new plant is proposed on the'Great‘South Ba&lalong withpanfoutfall into the
Bay. The existing plant is proposed to be maintained‘aSuan'anxilliary ose.

The public-pater recommendations include‘the’expanSion-of mains to.serve
the northwest part of the Villagefthat‘reliesruponvprivate wells.

The overall drainage recommendations include replacementlof thevpresent
seepage basins with a p031t1ve drainage system.'(This positive'drainagebsystem '
would lead to the nearest creek, lake, or the Great South’ Bay There is a
proposal‘for preventing a flooding condition>1n the southeast portion ofithe
Village. The plan is to create a dike.aloné:the hay frontage,'or to‘raise the

elevation of the entire area not subject to flooding.
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Recreation proposals include a nen park on Tuthill's Creek along with‘

. expansion of other waterfront park areas.

VILLAGE OF PORT JEFFERSON

The Village plan completed in 1965 recommends a conver51on of Port

‘Jefferson Harbor from primarily industrial‘and commercial_to a combination of

recreational and industrial.' The industrial uees are[tovhe'confined to the.

northwest portion of the harbor adjacent to the LILCO plant.' The creation

of pipe line and conveyer system for bulk unloading and transfer to an 1n1and

- site is the primary means of reducing the amount of industrial space currently

: occupying the harbor. The plan indicates-severe.recreational_def1c1encies

and therefore the expansion of privaterrecreational uses in the:harbor along -

with a strip of public and:private recreation:on the»Village's frontage on

" Long Island Sound and Mt. Sinai_Harbor are‘recomnended;_dA series of road

relocations in the central business . district are proposed in order to reduce

traffic and enhance the desirability of the downtown area. Additional business

district parking is proposed andja-hetter relationship between"the-central

business district and the waterfront is seen as a way of reversing a decline in

the business district.

VILLAGE OF QUOGUE

The Village plan completedrin 1970 callsjfor a maximum year—rOund popula-
tion of the Village be set at 6, 000 people. Theﬁplan calls for expanding recrea--
tional opportunities on the mainland and on the barrier beach. The entire'water;
front of the Village is to be retained in low density recreational uses. - fhe' |
business uses-are to be confined to the Village center and a portion of‘Montauk

Highway.
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The plan recommends ‘a Vlllage beach w1th at least 500 feet on the ocean.

{In addition, shuttle bus serv1ce to this facility and all other recreational
.facilities is proposed in order to mlnimize adverse affects on the wetlands and

“dune lands from the construction of major parking-facilities.' This suggestion

was designed to alleviate some of the traffic problems that exist on the current
bridge in the Village 1ead1ng from the mainland to the barrier beach

The plan recommends preserv1ng a number of natural areas in the Village

'and strongly endorses the idea of clustering to achieve some of the preservation.

‘Those areas to be served include Penniman Pond Stone Creek and Phllllps Creek.~

In the utility-section of the plan,'there_isfa proposalrfor expansion of

"athe'public water supply to the northern-part of"the Village. 'The solid waste
'recommendations include a phase—out of the Village dump due to possible contami-A

: nation of the ground watet and 301ning w1th the Town of Southampton in disp051ng-

of solid waste,

In order to achieve the preservation objectives in_thefplan,'two overlay

‘districts are proposed One is a tidal wetland,overlay and the other is‘a tidal

. flood‘plan. Within these areas, a planned unit development approach or a transfer o

of developments rights is recommended to allow development to occur Whlch will -

‘not adversely affect wetlands or be built on sites that are subject to flooding. d

ROSLYN WATERFRONT PLAN

The Village of Roslyn had a plan prepared in 1974vfor the portion:of the

' Village that faces on the southerly end of Hempstead Harbor. The plan»calls

for the preservation of the historic structures of the area and some of the

wetlands that exist,on the western portion of the harbor. ,Its main goals are

to minimize the effects of flooding, control the run-off from-storm water and

~various other discharges into the harbor, and to remove the material that is

. silted into the harbor. In addition, the plan recommends the expansion of rec-

reational opportunities near the waterfront and provides a pedestrian linkage_
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V'SAG HARBOR BUSINESS DISTRICT PLAN

‘plan that ties together the waterfront, the business district, the historic

area and the existing recreational usesiaround the main pond in the centerlof
the Village. New locations for boat‘moorings,'marinas, boat launching, rec-

E reational'facilities and restaurants,are proposedlfor’parts of the harbor

that are now occupied by industrial uses.. The plan recommends removal of'some
of the obsolete industrial uses and an expansion of‘the commercial uses'to the
north of the present business district. It is noted ‘that this would requ1re
improved access to the waterfront and‘an expansion of parking facilities in the
area. A reconstruction of the bulkhead along the waterfront by the adJacent :
owners is also recommended. This would be needed to implement the pedestrian
walkway along the shore and would allow the Corp of Engineers to maintain the
6 foot channel that was originally authorized in 1910 O |

The plan recommends various zoning changes and also prov1des for a flood

»ndistrict being incorporated 1nto the zoning ordinance to. prohibit uses along the

harbor that would be adversely affected by high tides.

' The 1975 ‘village plan recommended that a waterfront bu51ness district be

‘created. In the district would be uses such as restaurants, marinas and-boat

storage. The plan suggests. requiring performance.standards_in the district.‘ An.
enpanded pedestrian network was recommended in order to relate the-nearby-central
business_district'to‘the.waterfront. vMulti—family housing.units—Should‘be allowed
in the business area as a special-permit, and they should be tied in to the'pro-

posed sewer system that will serve the downtown portion of'the Village. Part of '

" the business district has drainage problems, and, therefore, a business sub—

district is proposed in which a specific drainage plan would be required before
development is permitted,
-A special residential area is proposed'that'would border: the business district

and have frontage on the water. Within this area, clustering is to be encouraged
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in order to preserve some of the waterfront v1ews and to. maintain access to the
waterfront for all’residents of the area. In the residential district that sur- -
rounds the business area, strong'preservation-controls are indicated 1n'order

- to protect the many historic structures that exist in the‘Village.

VILLAGE OF SFA CLIFF

The comprehensive plan for the Village uas completed in 1970 "The‘basic o
recommendations are that there should be no new two—family and multi family
" uses allowed outside of the immediate central business district. The central
| business district is slated for minor improvements and limited expansion.. The
-only other commercial area should be Glen Cove Avenue and no. industrial uses .
should be encouraged in the Village;. B BRI o | o
Unique architectural characteristics of. the'Village are recognized in the
: plan so that preservation and rehabilitation of some of the important structures
is suggested. Recommendations are_also made for architectural-controls_within
the Village. The plan.indicates that}the‘villagejhas a deficit in total rec-
reational space for its current and.erpected.residents; :Hovever, tﬁéfemﬁﬁ;sis-7~
in the plan is on development of existing parksrather than any‘maior nen acqui- ‘
sitions. Specific recommendations along these lines include rebuilding the
lVillage beach pavilion relocating a drainage discharge that would affect the
usefulness of the beach area, 1mprov1ng the stairways on the steep slopes‘that |
lead to the waterfront, along w1th stabilization of these slopes and the creation
of a waterfront promenade which would include 51tting areas and fishing piers
In the area of public utilities, the plan recommends overall drainage in .
' _accord with a plan completed a decade,ago. Included are use of leaching fac1li—
"ties and curbing along streets to:returnawater to the ground and not allow it |

to run off into the harbor. The recommendations for public water supply include

“cooperation of the private Sea Cliff Water Company with other suppliers on a .
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regional basis. The sewerage recommendations are for treatment in accord

- with County plans that call for expansion of a plant in the City of Glen Cove

to serve the Village of Sea Cliff. The'refuse disposal*recommendations in-

‘clude the proposal for using‘the new Glen Cove plant as a replacement for faci-

lities provided by the Town of Oyster Bay. -

VILLAGE OF SOUTHAMPTON =~ - f L )
The Village plan was completed in 1970 and is part of an overall plan for

the Southampton community .which includes the Town of Southampton and the Village

- of Quogue. The plan recommends a max1mum population of 12 500 for the Village v

of Southampton. It calls for the expansion of recreation on both the barrier
beach and the mainland. The s0utheastern part of the Village is to be an agri—
cultural reserve. The suggestion here is to allow residential development at
the periphery of the farmland and to create a greenbelt to preserve the water—’

shed. The greenbelt will form a buffer between the agriCultural lands and

the residential areas. Business activities are to be confined to the central

business district and the northeast corner‘of:the Villagenwith no commercial

uses on the waterfront. The only industry is 1ocated.in_an area in the north-

eastern corner of the Village. The plan,recommends_special historic areasr'

- within the Village to protect historic structures via'provisisions‘in the zon-

ing ordinance.

‘The recreation and conservation proposals include beach acqu151tions on the

oceanfront and an environmental preserve on the west end of the barrier beach

_ Preservation of the marshes which would also‘protect the grouniwater reservoir
- is proposed. The use of clustering to achieve this is the primary recommendation.

| A bus shuttle service to the beach is indicated as a way of reducing traffic .and

diminishing the need for extensive parking facilities on the barrier beach.
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' The water and sewer recommendations call for control of wells below the
ten foot contour line. This is to avold salt water intrusion into the wells..

A'public water district to serve the entire Village;is recommended. = Sewers are

i_propdsed for the central portion of the Village along with é recharge system to

téplenish the ground'watet supply.,
The_solid waste recommendations call for regiohél cbopération with -the. Town

of Southampton. There is a proposal for a'packer,unit within the Village.that' -

"~ would transfer compacted solid waste to a Town-wide landfilllsite.

There are proposals for overlay districts for:agriculturél, tidal wetlands _-'

- and tidal flobd plains. The use of transfer of.devélopment rights and the plammned

unit approachbare envisioned as ways to pfeserve_agriculture,and wetlands and to

limit development within flood plain éreas; :
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< . WATER CAPABILITY SYSTEM (Draft 4/25/77)

I. Introduction

Rational coastal zone planning requires a knowledge_of how various human

activities impact environmental resources. In addition, it requires an'ae-

curate picture or inventory of the types and distributions of énvironmental re-
sources within the planning area that are likely to be-impacted. Without this

knowledge and information the consequences of specific planning proposals cannot

be fully determined.

Cause-effect links between human uses (activities) and marine environ-
mental resources have been fairly well identified% However, prec1se quantltetlve
expressions for these links have not yet been developed Therefore wh11e the
ecientist or planner may be in a position to say~that a given use will have a
negative iﬁpact on a certain ‘resource, he will seldom, if ever, be in a position
to say how great that 1mpact w111 be, or over what geographlc area it will be
felt, or to what extent secondary 1mpacts will occur. |

The inability to quantltatlvely express (i.e., to model) the 1nteract10ns

.between human uses and marine environmental resources does not imply that scientific

data on these interactions, even in their»present'rudimentary'form, cannot be

utiiized‘in the planning proceés. What it does imply is that the use of these

scientific data by plamners must take into account the limitations described

above, and must be based on determinations of what,in light of these knowledge

gaps,;constitutes prudent courses ofvaotion.

The Water Capability System, whlch 1ntegrates marine env1ronmental

science with coastal zone planning, is an outgrowth of earller work conducted

I , ‘ v
Nassau~Suffolk Regional Planning Board, Integration of Regional Land Use Planning

and Coastal Zone Science, Hauppauge, N. Y., June 1976, pp 145-152
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by the Nagsau-Suffolk Regional Planning'Board and others.z' It is based'

‘on two marine environmental parameters, bathymetryj(depth)‘and'hydrography-

. (tidal flushing), that are capable of qnantification and for-which data'are

available for the entire Nassau-Suffolk region. Application of the Water Capa-

‘ bility System makes possible the identification and mapping of marine waters

. vith similar characteristics and therefore, presumably,-with potentially

similar responses to human use impacts.
The resolntion of the Water Capapility System is still rather crude,

but considerable refinement should be possible in the future. However, even in

"its present rudimentary form, the Watet Capability System gives the planner a
,tool with.which he may sharpen his perception of the coastal zone, and may there-

- fore be more prudent in his recommendatioms.

II. System Parameters and Categories

&

A classification system for marine waters eould theoretically be based

-on an infinite number of biological, physical; chemical, h&drographical; or

-geological parameters. However, to be useful, such a system would require de-

-talled data on each of these parameters for each portion of'marine water to be

. classified. A quick review of existing environmental inventories for coastal
'waters reveals that bathymetry (i.e., water depth usually, measured at Mean Low
_Water) is the only parameter for which accurate information is available over. a

- large geographic area. Most inventories of other parameters either do not have

2

Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board, ibid.; Nassau—Suffolk Regional P apning
Board, The Status and Potential of . the Marine" ‘Environment, Oceanographic ommittee,
Hauppauge, N. Y., December 1966; Roy Mann Associates, Inc., Recreation Boating
Impact: Chesapeake and Chincoteague'Bays, Part 1: Boating Capacity Planning
System, Cambridge, Mass., November 1974 . N
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-adequate resolution or spatial coverage (e g., bottom sediments or vegetation),

or they ‘tnvolve resources whose distributions are highly variable over time (e.g.,
fish or other motile biota). |

- Fortunately, tbe-Nassau-Suffolk region can also makevusebof anotber para-
meter,‘Steady-state Pollution Susceptibility, which provides a’rough quantification
ofltidal flushing action and which has previously'been mapped for the entire region?
Thus water bathymetry (depthj measured'at Mean Low Water, and.hydrography (tidal

flushing) as calculated by the steady—state Pollution Susceptibility model, serve

" as the basic parameters for the Water Capability System.

The possible values of water depth and Steady—state Pollution Susceptibility

lie on a continuum. The definition of mappable categories requires that 1imits

_ be.placed on these values, and, ideally, such‘cutoff'values would represent physical

thresholds that can be shown to separate waters with different responses to ex-

" ternal stimuli (e.g., pollution). Unfortunately, no such scientifically demonstrable'
*_thresholds exist, even for simple parameters such as depth and tidal flushing.
- However, limits along the continuum of values can be selected based on empirical

- evidence (i.e., real-world observations)‘so,that reasonable categories can be de-

fined. This is the approach taken in the development of the Water Capability
System. | » |

Water depth can have a significant effect on the likelihood that human uses

" will adversely impact marine environmental‘resources. . For example, for a given‘

bottom type and local biota, the effects of boating-induced turbulence or. prop wash

'will increase as water depths decrease. In addition, the distribution of'certain

_ biological resources such as attached plants (benthic flora) is affected by water

depth, due todecreasingsunlight penetration with increasing depth

3 - _ _ SR ‘ - :
Weyl, P.K. The Pollution Susceptibility of the Marine Waters of Nassau and Suffolk

Counties, New York, Marine Sciences Research Center, Stony Brook, N.Y., November 1974
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The Water Capability System utilizes the 6 foot (1 fathom) and 12 foot
>(2 fathom) depths at Mean Low Water as limits in the definition of depth categories.
" The 6 foot depth is generally the lower limit at which direct damage of bottom .
| organisms by propeller cutting will occur. Attached benthic plants will generally
be found at depths less than 6 feet due to the limited-penetration of sunlight
in coastal waters. In addition, the 6 foot depth contour has been recommended
~dn other planning studies as "a minimum precautionary depth for plamning purposes' ;4'
The 12 foot depth is approximately the lower limit of significant mixing or tur-
bulence resulting from the operation of outboard m_otors.5 Therefore, the Water»_
Capability System divides coastal tidaliwatersvinto three depth categorles:
‘waters equal to or greater than 12 feet deeplat Mean LowVWater:‘ waters equal to
or greater than 6 feet deep but less than 12 feet deep at Mean Low Water; and
waters less than 6 feet deep at Mean Low water. Depths atvMean‘Low Water are
' used since they represent average "worst case" conditions on which to. base prue
_dent planning. o | ‘

The other parameter used by the Water Capability System to categorize
coastal waters is tidal flushing, which is quantified by utilizing the Steady-
state Pollution Susceptibility nodel previously developed for the Nassau-Suffolk
Regional Planning Board.6v The model is based on simple tidal.prism and tidal . |
excursion calculationsl Steady-state Pollution_SusceptihilityAValues are utilizedi

- .to divide tidal waters into three categories hased on empirical observations about
~the relationship between model values and actual flushing actions. . The determina-

tion of cutoff values utilized by the Water Capability System takes into consideration.

4
Roy Mann Associates, Inc., op. cit., pg. 103
5

Roy Mann Associates, Inc., op. cit. pg. 103 citing U.S.E.P.A., Assessing Effects on
Water Quality by Boating Activity, National Environmental Research Center, Cincinatti,
Ohio, October 1974 : :

6

Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board (1976), op. cit., Weyl, op. cit.
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the accuracy limitations of the Steadf—state‘Pollution SuSceptibility model and.
.is therefore based'on'order-of-magnitude differences.f The three tidal flushing
categories are defined as waters with Steady—state Pollution Susceptibility values
less than 50; waters with Steady—state Pollution Susceptibility values equal to
‘or greater than 50 but less than 500, and, waters with Steady State Pollution

_Susceptibility values equal to or greater than 500.

- III. System Classification Units: Application and Interpretation"

-9 possible classifications. However, the mapping of nine water classificationms

presents a considerable number of technical problems. To avoid these problems,

the Water Capability System condenses the nine possible classifications into three

mapping classification 'units." The exact interpretation of these units depends

‘on the location of the water area in question. For example, along the open coast-.

1line Steady-state Pollution Susceptibility values are fairly uniform and usually

less than 50. In this instance the depth parameter becomes the primary determinant

for assigning Water Capability units (Figure 1). Within embayments the situation

18 more complex, and the Steady-state Pollution Susceptibility values assume

greater importance, especially at the embayment heads where they become the deter-

‘mining factor (Figure l). Nevertheless, depth and Steady-state Pollution Suscep-

tibility value contours are included on maps of Water Capability even where these
parameters are not crucial to the assignment of Water Capability units in order

to provide ready access to all relevant information (Figure 1)

. The definitions of the three Water Capability classification units can

_be summarized as follows: Water Capability Unit I - depths at Mean Low Water equal

to or greater than 12 feet andvSteady—state‘Pollution Susceptibility nalues‘less

than 50; Water Capability Unit II - depths at Mean Low Water equal to

The three depth and three tidal flushing categories can be combined imto

o e
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or greater than 6 feet and Steady-state Pollution Susceptibility values less B
than 500; and, Water Capability III - depths at Mean Low Water less than 6 feet
or Steady-state Pollution Susceptibiliry values equal to or greater than 500.

These definitions can be summarizedvin the following table:

Depth at Mean : Sready-state Pollﬁtion
A Low Water (ft) - Susceptibility Value
mm Capability Unit I >12  and <50
Water Capability Unit II - 3_6.-.i‘- and _ r§:500
Water Capabilitv Unit III ';~ '< 6 '\‘,.or > 500

the that Unit I is a subset of Unit II (1. e., waters in Unit I also meet the
definition of Unit 11 waters). vWaters are always assigned the lower classifica-
tion (Unit I when they meet the definition).

One other mapping convention involving the ﬁeterCapabilitySystem concerns
the classification of fresh water ponds and lakes, and the non-tidal portions.of
streams, Clearly, the strict application of tﬁe wéter Capability System to these
waters is ihpossible since no Steady-state Pollution Suscepribility vaiues cae
Abe calculated for them. However, forithe purpoées of mapping, rhe Coastal Zone
Management study assigns these non-tidal waters to Wa;er Capability Unit III. This>
is a reasonable convention since the kinds of management techniqees that»would be
applied to poorly flushed, shallow tidal water would most likely also be applied
to fresh waters with no tidal flushing at all

IV. System Utility

The Water Capability System provides the planner withba tool with which
to develop a macroscopic picture of the relative vulnerabilities of marine waters
to negative impacts from human uses. Such an overview has a number of possible

applications in the coastal zone planning process.
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_ Maps of Water Capability provide a quick-means of identifying potential
"trouble spots" within a region s coastal marine waters. Along the open coast,

Water Capability maps indicate shoal areas~that may»present navigational problems.

- For example, the map of Smithtown Bay (Figure 2) indicates extensive shoals at

the entrance to Stony Brook Harbor and at the mouth of the Nissequogue River,

and indeed, these are locations where considerable navigational problemS'exist.

"In contrast the map of Port Jefferson and Mt. Sinai Harbors (Figure 2) does not show
large shoals outside the inlets and not surprisingly, these areas have less

- severe navigational problems than those found'in Smithtown_Bay. Within embay-
ments, the shallow poorly—flushed (i.e., UnitIII) areas are most susceptihle_to
water{ouality deteriorationvresultiné from urbanization of surrounding nater—
sheds, and it is these areas that can be expected to be degraded and closed

to swimming or shellfishing first. In this regard it can be seen from regional
i maps of Water Capability for Nassau and Suffolk Counties (Figure 3) that, in
general, the south shore embayments_are much more vulnerable to the effects of

' Shoreline‘ urbanization than are the-north shorewormelans’fménav‘e'ﬁlbeﬁerifs- |

The Water Capability System also pronides an objective means for delimit-
ing water afeas whose protection may require special management techniques{ Such
areas might include coastal shoals that are important forvshellfishing.and waterfowl
feeding, or shallow poorly-flushed portions of embayments that tend to be biologically |
‘productive but also highly sensitive’to human impacts. Special management techniques |
might include regulation of boat speed, horsepower, or time (hours or seasons) of
operation; regulation of seasons for dredging-and spoll operations; or prohibitions

of specified activities such as waterskiing<or the discharge of marine sanitation

devices.
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V. System Transferability and Methodological Extensions

The Water Capability System, as presently constituted can be applied to

any area for which water depth and tidal flushing data (Steady—state Pollution

Susceptibility values) are available. Water depth information for most tidal

waters is available fram the National Ocean Survey (U. S. Department of Commerce)

in the form of nautical charts. The Steady—state Pollution Susceptibility model

can be applied directly to any waters with semi-diurnal tides, and can also be
applied, after slight modification, to areas with complex tidal regimes or significant

riverflows’ _ o S ,H' . .‘1 o

i ‘u;r;.%wi;&‘x

_As noted earlier, the complexity of the Water Capability System (i e., the

number of parameters) is presently limited by the deficiencies of existing marine

)

environmental inventories. Clearly, it would be desirable to include in the classifi-

" cation scheme such parameters as bottom sediment type (e.g., sand, mud, etc.) or

biolcgical resources (e.g., attached flora, shellfish, finfish‘spanning areas, etc.).
However, it should be recognized that an increased number of parameters would
require greater scientific knowledge about their interactions in_prder to deter-

mine cutoff values for categories. In'addition, there would be greater problems

in establishing and mapping "boiled down" relative classificatioég(ranking) units.,

7 | B |
Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board, 1976, op. cit. pp. 49 - 62.
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Evaluation of Existing local Water Use Plans
for the Nassau-Suffolk Region -
(Draft 6/1/77)

" The evaiﬁatidﬁ of local water use plans'for the Nassau-Suffolk Region
began 1n.Ju1y with the fo;mﬁtion 6f>a Dredging Adiisory’Committee fo the
Regibnél Marine'Resources Coqui1.4 Régiohal Marine Reéource Coupéil members’
with expertise in dredging, spoii disposa1,>and boa;ing matters were in-

vited to participate in the updating and elabotation of exisfing Council guidé-

'lines on dredging and spoil disposal, and to develop a water capability system,

which would be the tools with which to evaluate existing local.plans_andbto
dévelop new plans (see.attachment A);’ Thé initial members of thé Dredgihg'
Advisory Committee (DAC) fepresehted FedéralélState;~and local govgrnmental
agencies, and the local universityv(gee attachment B). | et

During the months of October, November, and Decemberkof 1976, each of the

fbwns and Vvillages within the Nassau-Suffolk Region'with‘waterfront prOpérty

. was contacted and invited to submit dredging_information and related shoreline

development plans to the DAC, and to'participate at DAC meetings (see attachments
C & D). As a result, a number of municipalities took part in the DAC meetings

during Jaﬁuary and February of 1977 (see attachment E). The efforts of the DAC

" produced the Water Capability SYstém (see Water Capability memo) and updated -and

expanded MRC Navigation Channel Dredging and Spoil Disposal Guidélines (seé
attacﬁment F). These became basi¢’t§ols:for the evéluation of local water'ﬁse
plans. o o |

Dredging and related water use informatibn‘waé brovided by é numbef.of locél
municipalities. However, no official "water use»plané" wefe identified or sub-
mitted. fhe‘municipalities that submitted dredging.and water use informacioﬁv
gefe: Town of Babylon, Brookhaven, Hémpstead, North ﬁempstead, Oyster Bay,

Shelter Island, Smithtown, énd Southampton; and Village of Amityville, Babylon,

%Bayville, andiBrightwate;s.. This information waé éﬁaldéfé&ﬂés foilgwé:f
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Town of Babylon: Environmental Control Commissioner Ritzert sub-

mitted a listing of canals requiring maintenance dredging (see attach—
ment C). No channel dimensions or spoil locations were indicated.
Preliminary CZM analysis indicates ﬁhag é ;aximum dfedging depth of 6'
at Mean Low Water (MLW) should be. recommended to the Town for these

areas. -

Town of Brookhaven: Environmental Proteétion Director Proios sub-

mitted a listing of future maintenance prbjects on the Town's north

and south shores (see attachment H). While the Town has no positioh

on the Port Jefferson project, preliminary CZM analysis indicates that

‘an offshore oil terminal should be constructed'in lieu of channgl ex—

- pansion from 26' to 40' at MLW. Maintenance dredging'at some depth less

than 26' should still be planned for, to serve sand and gravel facili-

ties, and the Bridgeport ferry. Preliminary CZM analysis concurs with

the Town's intention to preserve the southern portion of Mt. Sinai

Harbor for its unique wildlife and wetland values, while maintaining

the northern portion for recreational boating facilities. No channel

diménsions or spoil disposal locatidns for.south shore channels were
indicated in the Directof's letter., However,'thé NSRPB will-be addressing
these items in its navigation channel dredging plan. | |

Town of ﬁempstead: Conservation and Watefways Commiésioner Udell sub-
mitteé a detailed map 1ndica£1ng those channels thét his department
intended to maintain fo a deﬁth of 6' and ﬁhose thét would be phased out.
This map indicated disposal areas‘(éeep holes) that will be utilized

for projects authorized under én existing U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
bermit. Preliminary CZM analysis generally concurs with the Department's
plans for channel maintenance and spoil disposal. However, the NSRPB

has identified the need for the maintenance of deep (12'-15') channels



to LILCO and oil terminal facilities in Island.Park—Oceanside, along

~ the north side of thé barrier island.frbm East Rockaway Inlet to Jones

Inlet (Reynolds Channel), and ftbnlJonesInlét-to commercial fisheries
facilities on Woodcleft Canal and F:eeport;Creek. Therefore, prelim-
1nary.C2M analysis indicateé-tﬂe need to deﬁgfﬁine respdnsibiliity for
tﬁese major channels, as well as‘to ideﬁtifj-upland‘spoil disposal
gsites and to develop a managemeﬁt c;pability fbr poiiuted‘spoils.'.»

Town of North Hempstead: Environmental -Control Specialiét Quinn sub-

- mitted a letter and map indicating the status of major navigatioh

channels within the Town (see attachment I). No channel dimensions or
spoil sites were listed. Preliminary CZM analySis-indicgtes that oil
terminal facilities at the heads_of‘Manhaséet Bay, Hempstead Bay, and

on Sheets Creek and Glen Cove Creek should be phased out and replaced

with a regional offshore terminal at ;he‘moﬁthvof Hempstead Harbor. The

Port Washington sand pits could be an ideal area for dredge spoil man-

agement.

Town of Oyster Bay: Environmental Control Superintendeﬁt VanderVeer

‘vsubﬁitted a map showing a 1967 - 68 V pfoposal for a channel system in

South Oyster Bay. The channels were 300' wide at 20' deep at MLW, and

included a large basin for ﬁaterskiing. This proposal i$ presently in-

active, and was designed, in part, in response to the need for construc-

tion material for the Cedar Creek,sewége treatment plant, which has sub-

,séquently.beén completed. Preliminary CZM analyses and guidelines in-

dicate that this pfoposal is totally unneceésary and undesirable in

vlight‘of present conditions and needs. A‘moré suitable system of navi-

gation channels will be recommended under CZM.
Town of Shelter Island: Supervisor Bliss submitted a listing of creeks

and inlets for which maintenance dredging was desired (see attachment J).



More information will have to be collected:before channel dimensions

" and spoil sites can be determined under CZK;r i

. Town of Smithtowm: Environmental Aide Resler submitted an unofficial

_map indicating those channels that would be maintained deepened or

left in their natural state, and spoil sites for these prOJects Pre-

liminary CZM analysis concurs®with Town plam as indicated on the map,

that the northern portions of the Nissequogue River and Stony Brook Har-

bor should be maintained for recreational blating facilities while the

. southern portions should be left in their natural state, and that spoil

10,

11

should be used for beach nourishment on Smithtown Bay beaches. Channel

R
L

:'dimensions will be specified by the CZM navigation channel plan.

Town of Southampton. Environmental Board Chairman Foster submitted a

letter indicating that no shoreline development prOJects were contem—

‘plated for the Town (see attachment K). The Town Board of Trustees

were contacted by letter but did not supply any additional information.

Village of Amityville: Village environmental consultant Brown sub-
mitted a letter and map indicating the projected dredging needs within

_the Village and the related dredging policyzksee attachment‘L). The

depth design of the channels, and the policy statements, are generally

consistent with preliminary CZM analyses and guidelines.

Village of Babylon: Village Trustee Morris submitted a letter and map .

indicating municipal boat areas where dredging may be required (see
attachment M)._ No depths or spoil areas were indicated on the map.

Village of Bayville: Village Clerk-Treasurer DeClue_submittedla;letter-qale

“and map explaining existing conditions and»desiredfdimensions'for the

- Village's lone navigation channel (see attachment'N). Preliminary CZM

'analysis indicates that the proper depth for the channel, which is

located in. the poorly flushed waters of Mill Neck Creek, should be



about 5' at MLW, rather than the 6'-8' requested by the Village. Mr.

DéClue also indicated, by phone, a desire to use the spoil to arrest

shoreline erosion along the north side of Mill Neck Creek,rwhich is

12.

consistent with CZM recommendations for constructive uses of dredge
spoil.

Village of Brightwateré: Village Clerk Garbedian Submitted a letter

_.indicating that the Village had no plans involving dredging or other

»éater uses (see attachment 0).



| . . Attachment A

Reglonal Mamne Resources Counc1l

A COMMITTEE OF 'mn NAssAu-Sunoux chnowu. Pum\wa Boum ‘

E. C. STEPHAN o T c Vcleuh%Memoricl Highway,  Hauppaouge, L. I., N. Y. 11787

CHAIRMAN Telephone (516) AN 979-2935
Leg E. KOPPELMAN - R o
EXECUTIVE OIRECTOR , :

CLARKE WILLIAMS
RESEARCH ADMINISTRATOR

July 1, 1976

The Regional Marine Resources Council will be assisting the Nassau~Suffolk Regional
Planning Board in the development of a coastal zone management plan for the Nassau- -
" Suffolk - :région pursuant to.the rules and regulations of the Coastal Zone, Management
', 72. Specifically, the Council w1ll be devoting most of its activity during
.the rémaining months of 1976 to thc preparation 6f a channel dredging plan for Nassau-- -
Suffolk marine waters. Because of your interest in and activities concerning the
marine envirotment, we would like to invite you to partic1pate in:a committee which
will be formed to accomplish this important task. :

lines for determining where and to what extent dredging should occur in ‘Long_ Island
coastal waters. These criteria can be based. -on_such factors as dredging history,
traditional use, sediment type, boating demands,"tidal flush1ng action, proximity to -
T gh€l1fish beds and other natural resources, -ete te the criteria are defined, they-
'vill be applied on a bay-by-bay basis to develop recommendations for a channel plan.’

The»channel plan will constitute a significant mechanism for the regulation of land

and water, uses - ‘in Long Island's .coastal zone. The design of .such a plan has great’

. potential for assuring the conservation of bay- bottom and shoreline resources f-Appro—
priate Federal and - S”ate agency adoption of the Nassau-Suffolk coastal zone management
-plan, part of which will be devoted to .navigational channels, should result in speedier -
individual project. approvals and the avoidance of undue project controversy and delays.

" You will be receiving additional informarion regarding Council meetings on this

topic. We look forward to your help and cooperation in the months that follow.

Sincerely, -
d’f(«nul—v\
_ S o Lee E. Koppelman

LEK:er7 _ o . _ o R Executive Director .

l "The initial work of the Council will be to develop a set of criteria or policy guide-‘.'
[ |
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Attachment B

# Mr. Carl Eiscnschoeid, P.E.

Principal Civil Engincer

Suffolk County Dcpt. of Public Works
Yaphank Avenue : S o
Yaphank, New York 11980 - .7 Phone:>-92&42351‘

% Mr.James Bagg 5
Senior Environmental Planner

- Council on Environmcntal Quality

. County of Suffolk
H. Lec Dennison Building
Veterans Merorial Highway . P et P Lo .. : :
Hauppauge, New York 11787 .. . Phone: 979-2536. o A L o -

& Mr. Harold Udell
" pirector
"Dept. of Conservation & Waterways
~ Town of liempstead
- One Parkside Drive B
Point Lookout, New York 11569 -

% Mr. Ken Ulreich
" . Chief, Project Management Section
- Ravigation Branch

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. NY Dist.;
26 Federal Plaza ‘ . R

Rew York, N. Y. 10007 : . .Phone' 212-264-9031 o

% Mr. Peter Sanko ST T ;af';iﬁawfi. Lt e T ;,};fff;t;;.-,“:d -
Sea Crant Advisory Service o L i e . k
' SUNY-Rm. 121, Bio. Bldg. H SR S R .
Stony Brook, New York 11794 Phone: 246-7777. .. .. o
% Mr. Francis Hyland :
Chief Engineer : o :
L.I. State Park & Recreation Comm..‘ {
Belment State Park ) LT e %
Babylon, New York 11702 “«. . Phones 669-1000
¥ Dr. J. R. Schubel : S L T - '
. Director T e T P A
" Marine Sciences Research Center e : . oo T e i
. Surge-J, SUNY B - R - ‘ J i
Stony Brook, New York 11794 Phone: 246-6543 R R -
‘% Mr. Anthony Taormina e h
Director S STl , ,
- Division of Marine & Coastancsourcon S o Lo , »i
NYS Dept. of Environcental L ) i ST e ;
Conservation . e : I R
SU™Y Bldg. 40 _ i :
Stony Bruok, N.Y.11794 Phone:751~790Q

[V S R P R



Attachnent C

NassauaSuffolk chlonal Plannlng Board

~ Harold V. Gleason o e . . ,' e . H. Lee Dennison Executive Office Rulding
)l Chairman . o R Veterans Memorial Highway Hauppauge.l.l. N.Y. 11787

Seth A. Hubbard, Esq. : _ SR L AIMCodr(j’ﬁ)Hc.[p[y
Vice Chairman - o ' oo : L -

l\'lneent R. Balletta, Jr.
Robert D. Bell
_Robert J. Flynn
omas Halsey

_ Lee E. Koppelman
Executive Director

N T RN

onorary: e - i i _
Leonard W. Hall ] - T el ' ' » . -
K. Lee Dennison . o ERRE PR ' - October 25, 1976 » PR

sm

Thea Lasnan-ﬁuffolk Regional Planuxng Board is prercntly enpn gcd in Cons.ul '
‘Zoaz rloaagement Ylanaing for all of Long Island. Part of this effert will involve
the identifizatfun of ccastal dredging projects that may invelve Couuty, State, or
Federal permits and/cr funds, so that future processiag of such projects may be
expedited.

Your town is invited to participate in this process by presenting dradg-
ing infornatlon and related shoreline developneat plans te the Board' Lreaflag
‘Advisory Coumiittee {DAZ) of tlhic Regional Marine Resources Comeil.  The next DAC
meetine will be held on Novemlter 4 (scc attachwent), Tnformation on DAC neetings
way be ohtained by callinp Mr. Sy Robbins at 979-2935. Please pass this joformation
‘to the director o[ your pJ*nnlng and/oxr environmental departient. ‘

Sluccrc]y _ I
5. 4&’ L
ITK:or o - o Lee E. Roppe me : : o ’ >

Enc. o I © 0 Executive Divector



R Attachment D

NassauuSuffolk chxonal Plannxn g ﬁoard

. Harold V. Gleason - ' o o ' " H. Lee Dennison Executive Office Biuilding
l Chairman . : ' . S, o . Veterans Memorial Highway Hauppause ] 1. N Y. 11787

BSeth A. Hubbard, Esq. ' ST AregiCode (516) 7241919

Vice Chairman

Incent R. Balletta, Jr.
Robert D. Bell
Robert J. Flynn

lnoni.s Halsey -

Lee E. Koppelman
s  Executive Director

ber 27 1976

onorary:
‘Leonard W. Hall
H. Lee Dennison

o SR

I ~ The Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board is presently engaged in Coastal

Zone Management Planning for all of Long Island. Part of this effort w111 Anvolve .
the identification of coastal dredging projects that may involve County, State, or
Federal permits and/or funds, so that future process1ng of such projects may be
expedited. .

Your village is invited to participate in this process.by presenting dredging
information:and related shoreline development plans. to the. Board S Qgedging Advisory . . -
Committee (DAC) of the Regional Marine Resources, Council. ‘The next DAC meeting will ~. - .. :
be held on Thursday, January 6 at 2:00- p.m -in the 12th floor c0nference -room in the
H. Lee Dennison Building, Veterans Memorial: Highway, Hauppauge, N.YE Information
on DAC meetings may be obtained by calling Mr. Sy Robbins” at 979-2535 "Please pass
this information to Mayor ' and the members of the Village Board. .

Sineerely,
" Lee E. Koppelman
Executive Director

LEK:dat

. ‘ ‘ 4



Attachment E

Dredging Advisory Committee of the Regional Marine Resources Council
Record of First Heeting 19 August 1976

Members

- Present: James Bagg, Carl Eisenschmeid, Peter Sanko; J.R. Schubel, Dave Fallon

representing Tony Taormlna, Harold Udell Ken Ulreich representing
John Zammit ' .

Absent: - Francis Hyland

Staff: Lee E. Koppelman, DeWitt Davies, Sy Robbins, Israel Wllenitz, Clarke

Williams (Chairman)

Guests: Pio_Massetti (ScDPw)

.. Io The

1.

2.

3.

6.

following items were distributed to the members.

NSRPB Year I CZM report entitled “Coastal Zone Plann1ng

Elements: Goals and Boundaries' Jan. 1976.

NSRPB Year 11 CZM detailed work statement.

u.s. Dept. of Commerce, ‘Office of.Coastal Zone Manage-

ment "Threshold Papers" #1 - #7: #1 - Boundaries;
#2 ~ Land and Water Uses; #3 - Geographic Areas of

‘Particular Concern; #4 - Public and Governmental Involve-
~ment; #5 — State-Federal Interaction-and Nat10na1 Interests;

#6 ~ Organization; #7 - Authoritles.'
MRC guidelines on dredging and dredge spoil dlSposal.

Staff outllne, dated August 19 1976 entltled "Development
of a Channel Dredging Plan for the Nassau-Suffolk Coastal
Zone", ‘ . ,

-Bibliography entitled "Environmental Effecte of Dredging;
Spoil Disposal' Marinas" submitted by Peter Sanko.

II. The CZM Act, the NSRPB Year I CZM program, and the Year II work
" statement were reviewed by DeWitt Davies. L

III Dr. Williams reviewed the dredging plan development outline.

IV. Harold Udell discussed Hempstead Town's existing dredging plan
which designates historical high use channels which will be
maintained at 6' below MLW. A 10-year Army Corps of Engineers
permit has been obtained which also designates spoil sites.
Mr. Udell indicated that he would supply the committee with
maps and other material from the plan._ ,



"

V. Carl Eisenschmeid discussed SuffolkeCouniy b?w'policy which

is to maintain pre-existing channels. -SC has no overall plan
but does dredging for the Towns which react on an ad hoc basis

" to particular dredging problems. A map of channels will be
given to the committee. Spoil disposal problems in SC are
different than those in Hempstead because hydraulic dredging,
rather than bucket/hopper dredging, is performed.

‘ VI.'Hr. Ulreich indicated that the Corps could readily produce

a listing of L.I. projects, and Dr. Schubel added that the .
. Marine Sciences Research Center has already compiled a list of
. Corps projects for the North Shore. :

ViI.Dave Fallon stated that NYSDEC could supply 1nformation on bio-
".logical criteria in relation to dredging. -

VIILDr.Williams explained that the dredging plan would indicate

existing (including natural) and proposed channels; ﬁhjeh -should
be maintained in the future and that the existence of such a
plan should expedlte the proce551ng of permlts and 1mprove publlc'

“1':'acceptance.

IX. The next Dredging Advisory Commlttee meeting will. be. held Thursday,
September 9, 1976 at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th:Floor Conférence Room

at the H. Lee Dennison Building in Hauppauge.¢ The" staff, will
send out to the DAC members draft dredging and water capability

criteria prior to the meeting. Representatives from the Towns
of North Hempstead and Oyster Bay w111 be sought. :




Regmnal Manne Resources Councﬂ

A COMMITTEE OF THE NASSAU Surrou: Ru.xoxwu. pLAl\\l\(; B(mm _

E. C. STEPHAN : ] ' l_’e(enms Memorial Highway, lla:;ﬁpauge, L. 1, N. Y. 11787

CHAIRMAN - .

_ Telephone (516) 724-2500
LEe E. - KOPPELMAN )

ERECUTIVE DIRECTOR : o

CLARKE " WiLLIAMS
RESEARCH ADMINISTRATOR

: I R R Dreag:lng Advisory Committee (:DAC) Co

l - . ' " . Notice of Meeting

“There will be a meeting of the Dredging Advisory Committee on Thursday, 9
"September 1976 at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th floor conference room, H. Lee Dennison
‘Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, N.Y. .

l ~“The meeting will be devoted tof

1. review of dredging plans, pro;ects and maps by DAC agency representatives,

ll T .and
: 2. comment on the preliminary Water Capability Unit Class:.flcation scheme pre-
l - . . 'pared by the staff. . . .

Attached to this notice find: a. record of the DAC meeting held on 19 August
2 1976; b. outline of the approach to be used in establishing a channel dredging plan
for Nassau-Suffolk coastal waters; and c. draft Water Capability Classification Sys-
tem with supporting 1nformat10n (whlch pertalns to S ep 2 of the outline referred to
in b, above). 4 : R S (

Please contact the Marine Resources ‘Council staff 1f you will not be able to .
.attend this meeting.

‘ec: Carl Eisenschmeid
* James Bagg

- Harold Udell
John Zammit

Ken Ulreich
Peter Sanko
Francis Hyland
Anthony Taormina
J.R. Schubel )
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Dredging Advisory Committee of the Regional Marine Resources Council

Members

"Present:

Absent:

Staff:

I.

1I.

Record of Second Meeting 9 September, 1976

James Bagg, Peter Sanko, J. R. Schubel Tony Taormina Gino Aiello
representing Harold Udell, Ken Ulreich John VanderVeer.

Carl Eisenschmeid Francis Hyland '

,ré“,.

DeWitt Davies, Sy Robbins, Israel Wilenitz, Clarke W1111ams (Chairman)

Ken Ulreich presented the DAC with a book%of project maps for Long
Island, dated 30 June 1975, compiled by the New York District. A
large composite project map was also presen*ed.

Authorized projects are done when money is avazlable and are econom—
1cally justifiable. s

The relationship between the'final Coastaf'Zone Management Plan (with

~its component dredging plan) and the requirements for EISs under NEPA

was discussed. The general feeling was that EISs would still be re~
‘quired after a final CZM plan is adopted .

_III. Tony Taormina described a Conservation Department dredging plan for

I o' A

‘v.

South Oyster Bay done in 1967-1968, whlch he w1ll make avallable to
. the DAC. , . B o :

JothanderVeer“described the dredging.projects proposed for. the Town

" of Oyster Bay. These include, on the north shore, Tappan Beach in
-Hempstead Harbor, and Whites Creek in Oyster Bay. In South Oyster Bay,

the dredging of 26 cznal mouths is contracted out (5-6 per year)
" Spoil is dumped on neighboring beaches. o :

Ann Williams of the Marine Sciences Research Center at Srony Brook

" has compiled from Army Corps of Engineers files, data on dredging pro-

VI.

Jects for Long Island's-North Shore, and will present these data at the

next meeting (23 Sept. 1976). Ken Ulreich w111 try to compile similar
data for.the South Shore back to 1950. R . o :

Tony Taormina stressed that dredge spoil disposal is a great problem,
and that long term dump sites should be identified. He also noted
that Harry Knoch of NYSDEC had completed a study of marsh erosion in
Hempstead which found boat wake .to be a contributing factor.

VII. A revised Water Capability System was discussed (see attached). The

VIII.Maintenance of designated channels was discussed.

IX.

system might be used to delimit areas where the discharge of marine
sanitation devices would be prohlbited

in general, dredging should be commenced only after surveys show that

navigational problems cannot be solved by relocating orx adding marker buoys.

The economics of channel design, and the types of dredging equipment
available on Long Island was reviewed

Sy Robbins noted that,
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Regional Marine Resources Council

A CoMMITTEE- OF THE NAssAU-SUFFOLK REGiONAL PLANNING Boarn

E. C. STEPHAN ‘ - Veterans Memorial Highway, . Hauppauge, L. 1., N. Y. 11787
CHAIRMAN 3 . : e . :
l : I S Telephone (516) 724-2500 -
"WLEE E. KOPPELMAN i o S . . . . . !

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CLARKE WiLLiaAMS
RESEARCH ADMINISTRATOR

7 l ' | . . Dredging Advisory Committee (DAC)

Gen A

Notice of Meeting _ e

There will be a meeting of the,Dfedging Advisory Committee on Thursday, 23 .

eptember 1976 at 2:30 p.m. in the 12th floor conference room, H. Lee Dennison
ffice Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge N.Y.

HORER'S B

1

The meeting will be devoted to:

v
Ty

'1. 'continuing the review of dredging plans, projects, and maps by DAC agency
representatives that was initiated at the 9 September meeting;

2_. report by Ms. Anne Williams on information andrdata collected by the Marine

Sciences Research Center covering dredgmg pro_]ects on the Island s north
shore; L L .

3._ review and comment on the Water Capability Classiflcatlon System dlstrib-

l uted at the 9 September meetxng, and

4. progress report by Ken Ulreich on the assembly of data on south shore dredg—
» :lng projects.

Attached find record of the DAC meeting held on 9 September 1976 and also copy
f the Water Capability Classification System.

Please contact the Marine Resources Council staff if you will not be able to
attend this meeting. :

Carl Eisenschmeid ’ '_ " ' " Clarke Williams

James Bagg _ T , ' "' . _Research Administrator
Harold Udell : o : S

l John Zammit
Ken Ulreich

. Peter Sanko

I Francis Hyland

, Anthony Taormina

I J. R. Schubel

a
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- Dredging Advisory Committee of the Regioﬁal Marine Regoﬁrcéé Cddncil ‘
. Record of Third Meeting 23 September 1976 '

Members - - - . ¥--_¢.‘: SR ~r~';§»'.ﬁ»w.ﬂ.

Present: James Bagg, Jim Hunter representing Carl Eisenschmied, Peter Sanko,
"~ J. R. Schubel, John Renkavinsky representing Tony Taormina, Harold

Udell, John VanderVeer y o -

Absent: Francis Hyland, Ken Ulreicﬁ_1

Staff: DeWitt Davies, Sy Robbins, Israel Wilenitz, Cl;rke wWilliams (chair-

man) .

" Guests: Gino Aiello (Town of Hempstead),‘William Warne; (Town of Oyster Bay),

Anne Williams (Marine Sciences Research Center)

I. Bill Warner, Town of Oyster Bay Supervisor:of Conservation and
' Waterways, presented a Town of Oyster Bay-N.Y.S. Conservation
. Department plan for South Oyster Bay developed in 1966 to deepen
channels so as to 1) bring gamefish to northern eelgrass beds,
2) provide a triangular racing course for keeled sailbpats, and
3) divert traffic from the State Boat Chahnel. ‘Later®studies by
. Leonard Wegman Co. and Lockwood, Kesslerfand_Bartlétf, Inc.
recommended similar channels. The plan was .never executed because

of economic reasons. .. £

-1I. Gino Aiello and Harold Udell reviewed the status of channels in
..., Hempstead Bay , Middle Bay, and East Bay. A map was displayed
" ghowing Federal and State maintained channels, Town maintained
. channels, and those existing channels which will be allowed to

£411 in. (Copies of this map will be made available to the DAC

- soon). Private canals could be dredged by the Town where im-
provement districts are formed.. Maximum canal depth is 10 ft.
at MLW. . S : S

III. Anne Williams presented a summary of Fedéral dredging projects
bordering on Long Island Sound including the dates last dredged
and the disposal site used. This information was gathered as
part of a Sea Grant project to develop a regional spoil disposal
plan for Long Island Sound. Most of the dredging is done in

- Connecticut. .Copies of the summary are available to the DAC from

the staff.

IV. Sy Robbins led a discussion of the draft Water Capability
Classification System mailed to the DAC membership with the
minutes of the 9 September 1976 meeting. Discussion focused on

_the use of the 12 ft. contour as ‘the limit of the littoral zone.
A sample map of Water Capabilities will be prepared for the next
meeting. . » ' : T

v John Renkavinsky Banded_out'copies of a NYSDEC report by Tony
Taormina entitled "Total Management for Resource Values of Long
Island's Tidal Wetlands'. : o .
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Reglonal Marlne Resources Councll

A COMMrrrzs OF THE NAss.\u-Surrouc REGIONAL PLAN}\::N(. Boarp

r. C. STEPHAN _ - Veterans Memorial Higbu'n}, Hauppauqe L. I }'\ Y. ll787

CHAIRMAN
I'elepbom’ (516) 724-2500

LEe E. KOPPELMAN
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Yapieatin

LARKE WILLIAMS .
RESEARCH ADMINISTRATOR

gl g

: »Dredging Advisory Committee (DACX

Notice of Meeting

There will be a meéting of the Dredging Advisory"Commiftee on Thursday,
7 October 1976 at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th floor conferenéé room,'H; Lee Dennison

Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, N Y.

The meeting will be devoted to:

1. Review by Ken Ulreich of Army Corps of Englneers prOJects (and their
hiscories) for Nassau-Suffolk. ’ N o Ce .-

2. Review by Carl Eisenschmeid of Suffolk County Department of Public
. Works pro;ects. J .

‘:3. Discussion of sample water capability map prepared by Sy Robbins.b

Please contact the MRC staff if you will not be able to attend this meeting.

cc: Carl Eisenschmeid - S Clarke Williams
: James Bagg : "~ Research Administrator
Harold Udell e S :
John Zammit
Ken Ulreich
Peter Sanko
" Francis Hyland-
Anthony Taormina
J.R. Schubel
John VanderVeer



?Dredging Advisory Committee of the Reglonal Marine:Resources Council

. Present: Carl Eisenschmeid, Peter Sénko,,Aﬁne Williams fépresenting

Absent: James Bagg, Francis Hyland ' v ,fi;

Record of Fourth Meeting 7 October 1976

J. R. Schubel, Tony Taormina, Gino Aiello representing
Harold Udell, Ken Ulreich, William Warner revresentinz
John VanderVeer. L

Staff: DeWitt Davies, Sy Robbins, Israel Wilenitz, Clarke Williams
(Chairman) L . .

Cuests: Jim Hunter (SCDPW), Malcolm Hair (Town og'lslip), David Fallon (NYSDEC)

~.I. Ken Ulreich indicated that Corps material would be ready
for the next DAC meeting, and that an EIS for the intra-
- coastal waterway, dated December 1975, will be available.

II. Carl Eisenschmeid stated that SCDPW had performed no new
dredging since 1972 in compliance with a CEQ resolution,
although requests for nmew work have been received from

. the towns. Article 8 of the County Charter gives DPW the
. responsibility for maintaining waterways under County
. Jurisdiction. DPW does not maintain creeks. and canals,
. which are the respon51b111ty of Towns or private associa-
tions. . :

"III.Malcolm Hair explained that Islip has no formal dredging
plan. Each year complaints are examined and field checked,
and a list is submitted to DPW. Small projects are done
by the Town. No new channels are planned. In the last
8 years 5,000 acres of bay bottom have been sampled for
shellfish, bottom organisms, and sediment type (sand or

" s11t). More information is needed on the distribution of
"eelgrass beds (which are usually found in less. than 4 feet
of water).

IV. Sy Robbins presented a map of Nassau-Suffolk showing the
" three Water Capability units. Resolution was best in north

shore harbors. South shore bays were classified primarily
as high impact susceptibility areas due to shallow depth
and high Pollution Susceptibilities. The use of Water Capa-
bility as a planning tool is still in the. development stage.
-Tony Taormina stressed that water capability should be used to
vulnerability, but that the priority of uses for bay arecas should
also be based on living resources,. = .

llurﬂ-lllrl—"—-HHIW‘ SRESSE




Reglonal Manne Resources Council
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I'elepbone (516) 724-2500
€ E. KorPELMAN S

EXECLUTIWE DIRECTOR

LARKE WILLIAMS
RESEARCH ADMINISTRATOR

Dredging Advisory Committee (DAC)‘A

Notice of Meeting

There will be a meeting of the Dredging Advisory Committee on Thursday,
4 November 1976 at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th Floor conference room, H. Lee
Dennison Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, N.Y.

.The meeting will be deﬁoted to a discussion of the problems of dredge
spoil disposal and the formulation of guidelines for selecting spoil sites.

Mr. Peter Puglese of the U.S. Army Corps of Englneers will part1c1pate in
the discussion.

Please-contact-the staff if you will noﬁ'be able to attend.

- Research Administrato:

cc: Carl Eisenschmeid .
James Bagg’
Harold Udell
John Zammit
Ken Ulreich T S . -
George Proios . - ‘ R Sl Lo
Peter Sanko oL :
Francis Hyland
"Anthony Taormina .
J. R. Schubel
. John Vanderveer - .-
Malcolm Hair

l L. ... .sw Lot Clarke Williams



A v Dredging Advisory Cornittec of the Regional Hnrine’s Resources Council
.5 . _ - Record of Fifth Mceting 4 Noveamber 1976
2 Members ]

- Present: Jim Bagpe, Jeff Vaughan rcprcqenting Catl Eiscnschmeid, Malcom Hair, .
Steven Resler (Town of Smithtown Planning/Censervation), J. R. Schubel,
Dave Fallon reprcscntmg Tony Taormma, \ullmn Marner 1Lprc:.cnt1n;,
John VanderVeer : : - : :

Absent: Francis Hyland, George Proios, Peter Sanko, Harold Udell, Ken Ulrcich
 Staff: DeWitt Davies, Sy Robbin‘s, Israel wneni’tz,'_marke winiams (Chairuan)

l Gucsts: Peter J. Puglese (Corps of Engmcers, Navlgatlon Branch) Robcrt Will
(Corps of Enginecers, "Environmental Branch) .
lv R I. Peter Puglese and Robert Will discussed ‘the Army Corp's procedure
for evaluating dredging projects. For Corps projccts, a "condi-
. tion survey" is made to determine the need for the project - the
. I S - depth of channels, the location of shoals. Sediment cores are
: o : - analyzed for the presence of shellfish, grain size, total organic
~ carbon, and, if fine material is present, an elutriate (shaker)
' s ~ ' test is performed. Predominantly coarse material.(greater than
1/16 mm in diamater) is assumed to be unpolluted and can be used
as fill, placed on a beach at the MHW line, or dumped in open '
' .. water, as can fine sediments found unpolluted by the shaker test
"(less than 1 1/2 times the concentration in duwmp site waters).
“"Polluted" sediments must be disposed of in upland or confined
) areas, although special dump sites in the N.Y. Bight can still ,
l “.cw- -  be used if no economically feasible alternative exists. The ' Sy
dredging history of a project area is con51dcred in selectlng
l disposal areas. :

_II. The problem of removing shellfish from project areas was dis--
cussed. No survey methods or density standards requiring trans-
plantation presently exist. The Corps notifies NYSDEC (as a
courtesy) and sometimes local shellfish interest (e.g., two years
ago in -connection with the intracoastal waterwvay) if shellfish
are present. Malcolm Hair pointed out that the average density
of clams in open water (approx. 60 bushels/acre) would require a
hydraulic dredge for economiec removal for transportation, and
that this would rcquire NYSDEC approval. .

III.}Xalcolm lair described drcdg:ng operations in Islip Town. Sedi-
- ' ment analyses are not perfommed for private dredgings. For con-
l ’ fined disposal the Town uses a fine black mesh material to retain
fines and allow drainage of lcachate. Dave Fallon confirmed that
_ _ .- sediment analyses are not required on smallprojects. Deep holes
l might be used for disposal of pol]ur.od spon if covucd over
with clean sand after dumping
a



IV. Dr. Schubel stated that new Corps regs on spoil disposal will
be out in about 8 months which may require test dumps with -
follow-up monitoring. Maryland and Florida have requireinents
for turbidity scrcens during dredping but these would not bhe .
needed on L.1. except where shellfish beds might be affected.




Regional Marine Resources Council

A Commitree ofF THE NAssaU-SUFFOLK REGIONAL PLANNING Boarn

WE C. STEPHAN . . .. Veterans Memorial lighway, - Hauppanuge, L. 1., N, Y. 11787
CHAIRMAN ' ' S ; |
. Ielepbo_ne (516) 979-2935 .

LEE E. KOPPELMAN
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CLARKE WiLLIAMS
RESEARCH ADMINISTRATOR

Dredging Advisory Committee (DAC).

Notice of Meeting

"iifhefé wiii be a meetiﬁg of thé hrédging'Ainsornyomﬁitféé éniTﬁLfédai;
'9 December 1976 at 2:00 p.m. in thg 12fh flodt Confere?ce Room, HﬂbLée J
" Dennison Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hbauppauge, NY ’

 The nmeeting will be devoted to; o o |

1. continued discussion of spoil disposal criteria;

:

'2;v review of preliminary dredging guidelineé;'énd

3. preéentation of preliminary dredging plans for the south shofe_of

~ Clarke Williams
" " Research Administrator

cc: Carl Eisenschmeid-
- James Bagg '
Harold Udell
"Ken Ulreich
Peter Sanko -
Francis Hyland
Anthony Taormina
J. R. Schubel
John VanderVeer
Malcolm Hair
George Proilos
Steve Resler
‘Thomas Thorsen

£
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Dredging Advisory Committee of the Regional Marine Resources Council
' Record of Sixth Meeting 9 December 1976

- -Members

Staff

N II.

III..

Present: Jim Bagg, Jeff Vaughan representing Carl Eisenschmeid, Robert Schlinger

.representing Francis Hyland, George Proios, Steven Resler, Peter Sanko,
Gino Alello representing Harold Udell, David Fallon representing Tony
Taormina, Clinton Smith representing John Vander Veer, Ken Ulreich

‘.Absent: Malecolm Hair, J. R. ’Schubel

: Sy Robbins, Clarke Williams (Chairman)

~Guests: Peter J Puglese (ACE), Bob Will (ACE) Phil McGrade (ACE) Gordon

-Colvin (NY DEC), Carol Swick (SC Planning)

Gordon Colvin, Regional Supervisor of Environmental Analysis, NY DEC

-Region II, reviewed the draft N.Y. —Conn.vpollcy on?spo1l disposal in.
~Long Island Sound. 'He requested- ass1stance from: the MRC in rev1ew1ng

this policy, and described the interim program plan (for the period Mid
1977 through December 1979) being developed by Mr. Dennis Cunnlngham of

: the Conn. Dept. of Env. Protection.

Sy Robbins led a discussion of criteria used to evaluate spoil disposal

-activities. Disposal within L.I. Sound or in nearéhore waters is covered

by EPA interim regulations published in the Federal Register on Sept 5,

1975 (40FR41291). Problems of beach dlsposal and effluent runoff from»
bulkhead £111 were reviewed. i : .

,e“’ £

Sy Robbins also presented a preliminary 1ist of dredglng criteria (see
Attachment A). Questions arose as to desirabllity of the restrictions
these criteria would place on. the operating agencles. No established

-methodologies, which could be applied to planniiig for the entire region,

could be identified. The prelimlnary plannlng crlteria, therefore, will
be reviewed by Mr. Robbins. Lo :
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; Members:

Staff:

III.

Dredging Advisory Committee‘of the Regional Harine Resources Council
Record of’ Sixth”H"eting 9 December 1976

Present:' Jim Bagg,gJeff Vaughan representing Carl Eisenschmeid, Robert Schlinger

representing Francis Hyland, George Proios, Steven Resler, Peter Sanko,
. Gino Alello representing Harold Udell, David Fallon representing Tony
Taormina, Clinton Smith representing John Vander Veer, Ken Ulreich

‘Absent: Malcolm Hair, J. R. Schubel

Sy Robbins, Clarke Williams (Chairman)

Guests: Peter J. Puglese (ACE), Bob will (ACE), Phil McGrade (ACE) Gordon

Colvin (NY DEC), Carol Swick (SC Plannlng) :

- Gordon Colvin, Regional Supervisor of Environmental Analysis, NY DEC
Region II, reviewed the draft N.Y.-Conn. policy on spoil disposal in

Long Island Sound. He requested assistance from the MRC in reviewing
this policy, and described the interim program plan (for the period Mid
1977 through December 1979) being developed by Mr. Dennis Cunningham of
the Conn. Dept. of Env. Protection.

Sy Robbins led a discussion of criteria used to evaluate spoil disposal

activities. Disposal within L.I. Sound or in nearshore waters is covered
by EPA interim regulations published in the Federal Register on Sept 5,

~ 1975 (40FR41291). Problems of beach disposal and effluent runoff from

bulkhead fill were revieved.

Sy Robbins also presented a preliminary list of dredging criteria (see
Attachment A). Questions arose as to desirability of the restrictions
these criteria would place on the operating agencies. No established
methodologies, which could be applied to planning for the entire region,
could be identified. The prelimlnary plannlng criteria, therefore, will

be reviewed by Mr. Robbins.



Regional Marine Resources Council

A ComMiTTee OF THE NAssAU-SUFFOLK REGIONAL PLANNING BoarD
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'Dennison Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, N Y.

.

2.

P.

J.

. Veterans Memorial Higbu-'ay,.’ Hauppauge, L. 1, N. Y. 11787
' | Telephone (516) Ra%R500x 979~2935

Dredging.Advisory Committee

Notice of Meeting - : ,n*ﬁi»-<.-f~nl‘”~"

There will be a meeting of the Dredging Advisory Committee on’ Thursday,

6 January 1977 at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th floor Conference Room, H. Lee

.-

The meeting will be devoted to:

Presentation by Dennis Cunningham on the L. I S dredge spoil
disposal plan (tentative); ' .
Continued discussion of methodologies for reviewing dfedging
projects;. : ’ : '
Continued review of preliminary dredging criteria; and;
. Presentation and review of a preliminary sample plan map.
Clarke Williams
Research Administrator
Eisenschmeid M..Hair
Bagg G. Proios
Udell S. Resler
Ulreich T. Thorsen.
Sanko ,
Hyland
Taormina -
Schubel
Vander Veer
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Dredging Advisory Committee of the Regionzal Harine Resources Council

'Hembers

Present:

Guests:

. Staff:

Record of Seventh Heeting 6 January 1977

ECER |

Jeff Vaughn (SCDPW), Jim Bagg (SCCEQ), Gino. Alello (Town of Hempstead),

- Ken Ulreich (USACE), Peter Sanko (NYS Sea.Grant), Robert Schlinger (L.I.

State Parks), Dave Fallon (NYSDEC), Ann Williams (MSRC), Clinton Smith

(Town of Oyster Bay), George Prios (Town of Brookhaven), Steve. Resler

(Town of Smithtown), Tom Thorsen (Town ¢f Southampton), John Munzel (Village .
of Greenport), Mr. Rowinski (Town of Southampton), Sandra Swenk (Village

of Port Jefferson) , =

(Note: The attendance sheet was misplaced. Representatives from Sydney
Baum Associates (for Town of Babylon) and for S.C. Leg1slator
Donahue, were also in attendance.) . - :

. _.).

- Gordon Colvin (NYSDEC Region I), Denis Cunningham (Conn. Dept of Env.

Protection), Andy Yerman (NYSDEC), Peter Puglese (USACE) Bob Will (USACE),

- Phil McGrade (USACE) T

&

Sy Robbins, Clarke Williams (Chairman)

I. Denis Cunningham, Senior Environmental Analyst, Water Compliance Unit,

" Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection, present a working
draft of a proposed Dredged Material Dlsposal Management Program’ (cop1es
were distributed). He outlined an interim program that would be in
effect until a long range management plan for the disposal of dredged

- material in Long Island Sound can be completed (by Dec. 31, 1979),

“which would 1nc1ude' : : : y , :

,a; Controlled disposal at specified d1sposa1 points withln four
" designated disposal areas in Long Island Sound.

b. Establishment of a technical advisory committee on disposal com- -
‘ posed of research scientists and cognizant state and federal
"interests. : :

c¢. Establishment of operational guidelines for the evaluation of
' the potential polluting characteristics of materials to be
. dredged and proposed to be disposed of in Long Island Sound.

d. Application of these operational guidelines, case-by-case, to
* determine when alternatives to open water disposal in Long Island
Sound should be mandated.

e. Establishment of a long-term Long Island Sound disposal—area
monitoring network.

f. Devélopment of a dynamic longétern management program and en-
' vironmental assessment of both dredging and disposal.

Mr. Colvin stated that monitoring would focus on long-term sedi-
ment quality impacts rather than short-term water column impacts (as -
measured by the elutriate or "shaker" test). Workshops will be held
in February. Information may be obtained- from Andy Yorman or Dave
Fallon at NYSDEC chion I (751- 7900)
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Sy Robbins reviewed the products that the Board will be submitting
to the New York State Dept. of State on March 31, 1977 These
products include: : -

A. Goals and Objectives - these have already been identified by
. the Citizens Participation Committe€ and are spelled.out in the
publication "Coastal Zone Planning. Elements: Goals and Objec-
* tives" (with addenda),-NSRPB 31 January 1976.°

| B. Dredging and Sp011 Disposal Criteria - these are now being de-

veloped by the MRC staff with the help of the DAC (see attached
_ updated draft).

C. Navigation Channel Map - this is now belng prepared by the staff
and will show the locations of existing and proposed channels
and spoil areas, the responsible level of government, and the
general deisgn depths and widths based on the plan s criteria
and the information available at the time: of submission.

Sy Robbins reviewed the status of the Navigatlon Channel Map and
once again requested all municipalities to submit their plans or
Yyish 1lists" so that they may be considered in time for the March
31, 1977 submission to New York State. -
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Regional Marine Resources Council

A COMMITTEE OF THE NASSAU-SUFFOLK REGIONAL PLANNING BOARD

Veterans Memorial Highuway, Hauppauge, L. 1., N. Y. 11787
Telephone (516) %3kx500x 979-2935

' Dredging Advisory Committee (DAC)

- Notice of Meeting 4

There will be a meeting of the Dredging Advisory Committee on Thursday,
"3 February , 1977 ‘at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th floor conference room, H. Lee Dennison
Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, N.Y. All coastal munici-
.palities in the Nassau-Suffolk Region:are invited to participate.

The meeting will be devoted to: .

v1. ‘Discussion on the Dredged Materlal Dlsposal Management Program for
Long Island Sound developed by Mr. Denis Cunningham of the Conn.
Dept. of Environmental Protectlon.

B 2. Discussion on draft dredging and sp011 dlsposal criterla dated 1/27/77
.:..‘(attached) B PR Sewy Tl e G .

'3. Discussion on analy51s of local plans. N
iAttached find record of the DAC meetlng held on 6 December, 1976.

A11 coastal municipalities ‘are once again requested to submit thelr recom-
mendations for navigation channels to the Marine Resources Counc11 by February

11, 1977.

Clarke Williams
Research Administrator

T (v e amtr e SRk
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" Present:

Guests: -

Staff:

Dredging Advisory Committee of the Regional Marine Resources Council

Record of Eighth Heeting 3 February 1977

' Steve Resler (Town of Smithtown), Robert Schlinger (L.I.S. Park Comm.)

Harold Udell and Gino Aiello (Town of Hempstead), H. W. Warner, Jr.
(Town of Oyster Bay), Kenneth Ulreich and Robert Will (USACE), Peter
Sanko (NYS Sea Grant), Dr. Peter Weyl (MSRC), Jeff Vaughn (SCDPW), David .
Fallon (NYSDEC), William Denton (Town of Huntington), Malcolm Hair
(Town of Islip), Ken Feustel and Bruce D'Abramo (Town of Babylon)

Robert Nelson (Lindenhurst Dredge & Dock Corp ) Edward Parthe (Marine
Contractors Assn.), Carol Swick (NSRPB)

DeWitt Davies, Sy Robbins, Clarke Williams (Chairman)

I. The record of the seventh DAC meeting on 6° Jan. 1977 was amended to
show the following additions and corrections.

Present: Mayor George Johnson (Village of North Haven) Trustee

John Golaski (Village of Sag Harbor), Willard Hudson
(Anityville DPW), Mayor Sandra Swenk (Village of Port
"Jefferson), Trustee Thomas Rewinski (Town of Southampton),
Trustee Frank Smith (Town of Southampton), H. W. Warner, Jr.
(Town of Oyster Bay), Richard Pollak (Town of Oyster Bay),
Trustee Eric Corwith (Town of Southampton), Bruce Doscher
(aide to S.C. Legislator Donahue), Jim Matola (SCDPW), Tony

" Taormina, Dave Fallon, Gordon Colvin, and Andrew Yermin
(NYSDEC), Steve Resler (Town of Smithtown), George Proios

(Town of Brookhaven), Robert Schlinger (LISPC), Jim Bagg " - *'*

(SCCEQ), Gino Aiello (Town of Hempstead), Ann Williams
(MSRC), Ken Ulreich (USACE)

. Guests: Peter Puglese and Philip McGrade (USACE), Robert Brown
‘ Gidney Bowne & Son, Village Engineers for Amityville),
William Roberts (L.I. Traveler Watchman), Denis Cunningham
(Conn. Depc of Env. Protectlon)

II. The draft dredging and sp011 disposal’criteriardated 1/27/77 were dis-

cussed In detail. - As a result, minor modifications were made to the
wording of dredging criteria 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 11, 12 and 13. Dredging

"~ criteria 6 concerning the design of navigatlon channels serving com-—
mercial areas was changed by dropping the percentile criteria and sub-
stituting consideration of the largest class of commercial vessels.
Modifications to spoil disposal criteria were made by substituting
the terms high and low impact potential for the terms polluted and
.clean, and by adding a criterion for fine-grained material. <(Criteria
8 concerning side-casting was dropped. Other minor wording changes
were made in the spoil disposal criteria, including the definition of
"decp hole". All these changes are reflected in the criteria dated
2/7/77. copies of which are available upon request

Note: The next DAC meeting will be held when the staff has rccelven a sufficient

number of responses on the draft criteria from Federal CzM coordination
contacts.
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CrHAIRMAN

Telephone (516) 724-2500
_Lee E. KOPPELMAN )
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR . S . :

CLARKE WILLIAMS :
RESEARCH ADM!NISTRATOR

Dredging Advisory Committee (DAC) R

Notice of Meeting .

There will be a meeting of the Dredging Advisdry'Committee on Thursday,
26 May 1977 at 2:00 p.m. in thé 12th floor Conference Room, H. Lee Dennison
Office Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, New York.

- The meeting will be devoted to a final review of the DAC Dredging and
Spoil Disposal Guidelines. Hopefully, the DAC will be able to reach a con-
census on the incorporation of these guidelines into the ex1st1ng MRC guide-
lines.

‘Attached is a copy of the draft DAC guidelines dated 5/16/77. In addi-
‘tion, the following guidelines (criteria) cited in the EIA for the Southwest
Sewer District #3 outfall (pg. 36-37) will be discussed: ,

1. Use construction (dredging) procedures to minimize suspended solids
to less than or equal to 100 mg/l (100 ppm) outside of the constructlon
{dredging) rlght—of-way., : :

2. Remove and transplant hard clams within the construction (dredging)
right-of-way prior to initiation of dredging operations.

" 3. Restrict depth of sedimentation resulting from dredging operations
to less than 9 mm (0.4 inches) during those periods when the water
‘temperature of the bay is less than 10°c (50°F) to insure protection
of the hard clam population (mercenaria mercenaria).

4. Restrict spoil island elevations to + 4.6 meters (+ 15 feet). (Note:
this was in regard to spoil storage.) o :

5. Limit effluents from confined disposal areas adjacent to embayment waters
to less than 8 grams/liter (8,000 ppm) above those of the background waters.

Please contact the Marine Resources Council staff if y0u will not be able to

attend this meeting.

©* Clarke Williams _
Research Administrator

Sy Robbins
Planner '
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Regional Marme Resources Councll

A COMMITTEE OF THE NassAu-Surror.x REGIONAL PLANNING BOARD

Veterans Memorial Highuway, Hauppauge, L. 1., N. Y. 11787
: * Telephonie (516) X250 979-2935

: Navigation'Channel Dredging & Spoil Disposal Guidelines (Draft 6/6/77)

Introduction - The following guidelines are an update and elabotation of the ex-
1sting Regional Marine Resources Council dredging and spoil disposal guidellnes

as they pertain to navigation channel projects, although many will also be relevant
to‘other types of dredging. These new guidelines set fortn-planning "rulesvoflthum "
as specifically and quantitatively as is presently possible, while recognizing the
'neeo to take local conditions into account. They are intended to be used as plan-
ning tools by those who wish to design or review dredging projects; they ate not

intended to dictate engineering sﬁedifications or regulatory requirements. The

"apnlication of theée»guidelines should result in a clearer understanding of the

reasoning behind the design and execution of channel dredging projects, and thus

should help ensure greater public acceptance and swifter regulatory processing.

. Dredging Guidelines

A.1 Determine the need for maintenance dredging of navigation cnannels through
periodic field surveys and investigations of accidents. Avoid dredging,
wvherever possible, through the movement, alteration, or addition of navigation

alds, or through the establishment or enforcement of traffic control regula-
tions. . - ) : '

. Explanation: The ' maintenance of navigation channels should include the
provision and accurate positioning of adequate channel markings.
Channels need not be maintained, especially where natural shifting
of bottom sediments occurs, as long as the designated channel dimensions
are available, the channel can be accurately marked, and navigation of channel
curves is feasible. Accurate channel marking and enforcement of traffic control
measures (e.g., speed, passing rules) should reduce the number of accidents
and the demands for maintenance dredging ‘

A.2 Cease to maintain underutilized navigation channels through or adjacent to

highly productive and sensitive natural areas whenevor reasonable alternative
routes exist.
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Explanation: The need for navigation channel maintenance should be based
on present and potential usage, and should take into consideration dredging,
spoil disposal, and boating impacts on the environmental values of wetlands,
shellfish beds, etc. .

Create new navigation channels only when the facilities to be served are vital
to the economic and social development of the surrounding area and only when
such facilities cannot reasonably ‘be . located adjacent to existing channels

or open water. - :

,Explanation: The high potential-environmental costs of dredging new channels

should be given considerable weight in the planning process. The-availability5~'
of vacant land, and the expansion capacity of existing facilities adjacent to
existing channels or open water should be evaluated before new channels are
dredged. - : :

Commence the dredging of new navigation channels, or the deepening or widen-
ing of existing channels, only after the effects of such projects on ground-

- water resources have been reasonably determined and found to be environmentally.

acceptabla.

' Explanation: Detailed hydrologie studies should be conducted, especially where

confining sediment layers may be present or where a significant freshwater
interface exists (e.g., within streams). :

Designate the maintenance depth of navigation channels utilized only by recre-
ational boating traffic so as to provide, at Mean Low Water, a 3 ft clearance
for 90% of the boats presently using, or reasonably expected to be using such
channels, given the location, depth, and other characteristics of the water
body(s) involved. .

Explanation: The depths of navigation channels should provide for safe navi-
gation at low tide and should be based on a detailed analysis of the number
and types (drafts) of boats utilizing the channels. Channel depth design
should not be based on a small percentage of inappropriately large boats that
may be utilizing a channel. : ‘ : :

Designate the maintenance depth of navigatlon ‘channels serving commercial (in-
dustrial) facilities centers so as to provide, at Mean Low Water, a 3 ft
clearance for the largest class of vessels us1ng, or reasonably expected to

be using, such channels.

Explanation: The drafts of commercial vessels should be the primary concern
in ‘the design of channels serving major commercial areas, &ven though large

-numbers of smaller recreational boats may also be utilizing such channels.

. Designate the maintenance width of navigation channels serving boat ramps at

approximately 50 ft, marinas and other recreational facilities at up to 100 ft,
and major commercial facilities at up to 200 ft, unless wind, current, or other
unique local conditions necessitate the greater separation of boating traffic.

Explanation: The size range of boats utilizing navigation channels should be
a primary consideration in the design of channel widths. The need for wide

channels and large traffic lane separations should be minimlzed by establishing

and enforcing channel speed and passing regulations. o
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A.8 Locate new navigation channels so as to provide at 1east'a 500 ft buffer
zone between boating traffic and sensitive natural areas (e.g., wetlands,
wildlife sanctuaries), rapidly eroding shorelines, or bathing beaches, un-
less smaller buffer zones can be shown to be unavoidable=and/or appropriate.
Explanation: - Channel location should take into account the impacts of boat-
related turbidity, waves, fumes,’ noise, etc., on coastal resources and human
uses.

A.9 Limit the allowable ' ‘overdepths" during dredging opefations to no more than
2 ft so as to minimize spoilvolumesand avoid the creation of ~ irregular
channel bottoms or deep holes. : e ' -

Explanation: Some overdredging should be expected if. desired channel depths
. are to be attained, since limitations exist on the accuracy of dredging tech-

niques. Follow-up surveys should be conducted to ascertaln new channel di-
"~ mensions. : : :

e et et

A.10 Limit "premaintenance" of navigation channels to those few areas that are

highly prone to shoaling and to depths for which cost—effectivenss can be

shown. o ‘ _ PR LB N A
: . . - _ .

Explanation: Reductions in maintenance frequency through premaintenance should

be demonstrated and weighed against increased economic and environmental costss

,A.ll Limit slopes on navigation channel sides, based on slumping characteristics, up
to a maximum slope of 1 on 3. Adjust channel locations and widths, 1f p0551b1e,
to minimize slumping of adjacent lands or mud flats.

- Explanation: Planning for new (or enlarged) navigation channels should include
an analysis of sediment properties within the right-of-way to determine stable
slope angles. Slopes should be limited so as to prevent rapid infilling of the
channel. The effects of unavoidable slumping on bordering bottom and uplands
.should also be considered. : :

A.12 Limit maximum changes, due to navigation channel dredging, of water levels at
the heads of embayments at Mean Low Water and Mean High Water to 3 inches, or
5% of the mean tidal range, whichever is less. : . :

Explanation: Channel dredging operations at the mouths or interiors of embay-
ments with restricted tidal ranges should be monitored closely so that unde-
sirable impacts due to tidal range changes can be avoided, including changes
in salinity, exposure of mudflats, drowning oflow—lylnglands, etc.

A 13 Perform navigation channel dredging operations so as:. to minimize interference
with boating and shoreline activities. - o DRI

Explanation: The timing of channel dredging operations should cause as little
inconvenience as possible to other users of .the coastal zone.  The peak boat-
ing and bathing months between Memorial Day and Labor Day should be avoided

if possible.

A.14 Perform major navigation channel dredging operations involving more than 10,000
cubic yards of fine grained sediments (greater than 20%, by weight, of particles




s

less than 1/16 mm in diameter) only during winter months (late September
to late March), if possible, so as to minimize potential impacts on- fish and
shellfish spawning, and rapid algal and ‘attached plant growth.

Explanation: Channel dredging operations involving large volumes of fine
grained material have a high potential for adverse. biological impacts and
should be scheduled, whenever possible, during those times of the year when
releases of nutrients, and increases in turbidity (reductions in light pene-
tration) will have the smallest impacts on important local biota.:

" A.15 Require the removal and/or transplantation of significant hard clam stocks

located within the right-of-ways of navigation channels prior to the initiation
of dredging operations; and limit sedimentation depths (resulting from dredging
operations) outside of the right-of-ways to less than 1/2 inch during periods
when water temperatures are less than 50° F and hard clams are dormant.
Explanation: Sampling for hard clam populations should be conducted prior to
channel dredging. Sedimentation should be limlted during times of clam in-
activity to prevent burial of clam siphons. : .

§poil Disposal Guidelines . u‘:g_ﬂ;;;fi o f;; fﬁ‘ﬁn ;QQ;L j;;,l;_ )

B.l

B.3

B.4

Develop long-range spoil disposal.management strategies for each navigation:

channel, and identify and, if necessary, reserve sites for long-term spoil
management. .

" Explanation: Periodic maintenance of navigation channels is inevitable, and

planning should consider future as well as present spoil disposal needs.

Use unpolluted coarse grained spoils (sand and gravel ‘fractions, 1/16 mm or
larger in diameter, comprising more than 80%, by weight) for beach nourish-
ment, shoreline development or stabilization, and the creation of wetland or
upland habitats. :

Explanation: Clean coarse grained spoils should be considered a resource and
should be put to constructive use. :

Use unpolluted fine grained spoils (silt and clay fractions, less than 1/16 mm
in diameter, comprising more than 20%, by weight) for~beach nourishment only
. on beaches fronting well flushed waters (Pollution Susceptibility 50 or less
as indicated on Long Island CZM maps); and for shoreline development or stabi-
lization, and habitat creation only when suspended solids in spoil site efflu-.
-ents can be kept to less than 8 grams/liter (8,000 ppm) above background levels
in bordering receiving waters.

Explanation:_ Unpolluted fine grained spoils should be considered a resource
and should be used for constructive purposes consistent with their physical
properties. Special conditions, safeguards, and management techniques, in-

- cluding screening or biological filtering of effluents, should be employed to
prevent turbidity impacts on bordering receiving waters.

" Use fine grained organic rich spoils (loss on ignition or volatile solids
greater than 5%) for beach nourishment only where guideline B,3 is satisfied
and undesirable residues will not remain on the beach; and for shoreline de-
velopment or stabilization, and habitat creation only where guideline B.3 is
satisfied and significant nutrient enrichment of bordering waters can be pre-
vented. :

—lm '
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B.S

B.6

'B..7

B.8

B.9

B.10

- productive; man-made holes in channel and bay bottoms, and cap w1th material

Explanation: Fine grained dredge spoil with highZorganic contents should be
used for constructive purposes but should be given additional treatment, in-
cluding the use of physical, chemical, and biolcogical methods to minimize the
potential for eutrophication of bordering receiving waters.

2

S

Use dredge spoil polluted with grease, oil, Pesticides, heavy,metals, etc.
for beach nourishment, shoreline development, or habitat creation only after
adequate pretreatment, or on-site treatment, soO as to. assure that undesirable
pollutants do not return to bordering waterways

"Explanation: Planning should provide for pretreatment of polluted spoils at

special management areas, or for adequate treatment at the actual spoil dis-
posal site. Inland disposal (e.g., in landfills) .and open water disposal
(e.g., in Long Island Sound or the New York Bight) should Jot be considered

viable longterm management techniques for polluted spoils.
Use unpolluted or properly pretreated dredge spoils tofill in deep,anoxic un-

compatible with surrounding sediments, if necessary.

Explanation: Man-made deep holes are often undesirable sediment traps and
should be restored to a condition compatible with -the surrounding natural

.. . bottoms. Naturally occurring deep holes usually indicate severe scouring

conditions and should not be considered suitable 51tes for sp011 disposal.

Use open water disposal for dredge spoils only after a11 other alternatives
have been found to be infeasible v 7

Explanation: Open water disposal is not a construztive use of dredge spoil
and should not be considered a de31rable long—term disposal method where other
feasible alternatives exist. : :

Prevent the deposition of dredge spoils‘on intertidal marshes, high marshes,
salt meadows, or coastal fresh marshes as defined under Mew York State's
tidal and freshwater wetlands acts. - :

o gyl

Explanation. The disposal of dredge spoil should take into consideration the
values of wetlands-for marine food production, wildlife habitat, flood

and storm surge control, sedimentation control, water purification, recreation,
education and research, open space and aesthetic appreciation etc.:

Use dredge spoils for beach nourishment during the period from 1ate November
through early March, if possible, and deposit spoils no closer than 1/2 mile

from inlets lacking protective jetties, and "downdrift" of inlets where littoral

transport is basically unidirectional : e .-
Explanation: Beach nourishment operations should he scheduled so as to avoid
conflicts with shoreline users, including recreational fishing, and should be

~ designed so as to minimize the likelihood that spoils will be transported

back into inlet channels and embayments.

Select spoil site locations and utilize managemencftechniques so as to minimize
erosion from water and wind. Use dewatering techniques to assure drying within
two years of the time of deposition. :

. Explanation: Areas of high wave, water current, or wind erosion should not be

selected as spoil management sites, Fringing wetlands, sand fences, and upland
vegetation should be used to prevent erosion, and vegetation or shallow wells
should be used to promote drying :

s A ST oy




!/ Towm of Babylon

THOMAS F. FALLON. SUPERVISOR

I ‘ o COUNCILMEN
RAYMOND ALLMENDINGER . LOUIS J. MAESTRI .. 200 GAST BUNRISE HIGHWAY, LINDENMURST. N. Y. 11787

SONDRA M. BACHETY HAROLD WITHERS . . TELEPHONE 937.3133

Commlssioner OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL

' ROBERT W. RITZERT i R a
February ?, 1977

Mr. Sy Robbins , y B T e A
Dredging Advisorv Committee : S DTN gl
Repional Marine Resources Council _ T L
Veterans Memorial ilighwav : S s
Hauppauge, Ner York 11787

Dear Mr. Robbiﬂs.

Please find below a listinp of canals that are in need of g
dredging in the Town of Babylon. These were brourht to our attention . =7 %
by local citizenry who have’ experienced navigational problems in these o
areas. Undoubtedlv, additional canals w111 be in need of dredyxng at

some time in the future. _

Howell's Creek - Copiague
o rwioo Ketcham's Creek - Amityville ‘ S
.+ . . Nepuntatogue Creek - Villape of Lindenhvrst
' Tombart Canel - Copiapue : : R
. Bayvier Canal - Villape of Lindenhurst o : .ﬁfé
‘Sunnypoint Canal - Villare of . Llndenhtrqt | K
Grand Canal - Copilarue : D “
Narasketuck Creek - Villare of Amitvvxlle
East Fox Creek Channel

If vou desire any further information, please do nct hesitate
to contact our office.

Sincerely vours,

%47/ u/

‘Robert W. Ritzer
' : : , . Commissjoner
RwWR:dv ' o Environmental Control
cc: Supervisor Fallon :
Councilman Maestri/Withers
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ICHAELJ TULLY, JR.
SUPERVISOR

" ‘COMMISSIONER DF PLANNING
RESEARCH & DEVELOPMINT
- RICHARD F. ANTONGFF

Totwn of North Hempstead |

TOWN HALL
~ MANHASSET, N. Y. 11030

——

TtL:ﬂHONE $16 627-0590

‘March 17, 1977 - . ‘v e

Mr., Sy Robinson
N-S Regional Planning Board s
H. L. Dennison Bldg., 12th floor .

. Hauppauge, NY 11787

Dear Mr. Robinson:

Enclosed is an annotated: copy of the NOAA chart for
Manhasset Bay and Hempstead Harbor showing the major boating
channels in this Town. The notations concerning the status
of these channels are unoff1c1al but felt. to be’ accurate._
All of the channels shown are used for both recreational”

- and commercial purposes; notincluded are short, single-purpose’

channels for launching ramps, docks, and marinas.

The additional enclosures are self-explanatory copies
of correspondence conerning p0551ble dredglng in the southern
end of Manhasset Bay. ,

I trust that this material will be helpful to you. o

Cordlally,

M/@,

Kevin Quinn '
Environmental Control Specialist

KQ:jf
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LEONARD T. BLISS
surgRvison

OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISOR:

Attachment J

TOWN HALL

' SHELTER ISLAND, N. Y. 11964

Lee E, Koppelman, Executive Director

' Nassua-Suffolk Regional Planning Board

Novenber 1, 1976

" (5161 749-0015

Veterans Hemorial Highwa.y

Hauppauge, New York 11787

Deax Mr. Koppelman'

schedule be set up.
. Vest Neck Creek

. Crab Creek

ﬁ Dickerson Creek
4 Chase Creek

o / Gardiner's Creek ’

- LTB/fd

Em'xe following is a list of areas on Shelter Island where we

. have indicated g the County of Sui‘folk that a maintenance dJ:edgLng

' South Ferry Inlet
L \/Coecles Harbor Inlet

: J Congdon's Creek

Menantic Creek

Log Cabin Creek

At this point there are no other related shoreline devélopment '

plans under consideration by the Town of Shelter Island. ‘

ly yours,

<<Zrcz/n§7/177£f\)£:;;717

Leonard T, Bliss
. Supervisor

~ Very




" Head of Pond Road
Water Mill, N, Y,
11976

SOUTHAMPTON TOWN
ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD

Atgacament n

SOUTHAMPTON. L.I1.. NEW YORK (1968

December 7, 1976

Mr. Lee E. Koppelman
Executive Director -
Nassau/Suffolk S
Regional Planning Board
Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, N. Y. 1178?

: Dear Mr. Koppelman,

In answer to your letter of October 25. 1976 to . _m
gouthampton Town Supervisor Theodore O, Hulse® concérning-
Coastal Zone Management, we would like to inform: ‘you ‘that
‘we have no shoreline development projects at. the present S
time, that we are aware of, except "Fordune"._

The proposed development of “Fordune* in Water
Mill is in the preliminary planning stages. Preliminary
maps have been reviewed by our Board and recommendations

have been made to the Southampton Town Plannlng Board.,

A8 to dredging progects. dredglng falls under the

' jurisdiction of the Southampton Town Board of Trustees,

and any information pertaining to proposed dredging.
projects would have to be acquired from.them.  We have
no information at the present time of any coastal dredglng

projects.
C COrdially yours..‘
‘Wﬁ%
ilvert S. Foster
Chairman
- GSFign

ccs Hon. Ts O, Hulse, Supervisor
Town of Southampton
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~y I PR SO
MassaurSuffolk Regional Pianning Board &% T4, oy
’ . ’ :‘f.f\\.“._:.. L
"*s{;-"-;-’ N
BAF TN
arold V. (leason ‘ . . . o .‘ o H. lee Denniveor; Execuii B e Heline .
Chu:rmran g o C Veterans Memoricl Hegiwae  Haupr oowe ©0 8 8 =™
eth A. {lubnard, tsq. ‘ _‘ ) ) CArea Coue S0y M.
Vice Cirurrtioin Cr : L o ‘

Vincent R. Balletta, Jr, . , R o S ‘l
. 'obcn D. Belt o ‘. ...y December 27, 1976
cbert J. Flyan C I 3 - o
omas Halsey
i:e L. Koppelman

Fxe wrive Direcrer

' omu.;u) :
Lennard W. Hall
" H. Lee Dennison

Ms. Am.ta T. Baxter, Village Clerk ,
Willage of Babylcn _ R e
53 West Mdin Street " ' - e

Babylon, -NY 11702

l)car Hs.. Béxter:. T o ‘ -
_ " The Nassau-Suffolk Reg10na1 Plannmg Board is presently engaged in Coastal o
lZone Management Planning for all of Long Island. Part of this effort will involve
thé identification of coastal dredging projects that may involve County, State, or
Federal permits and/or funds, so Lhat. future processing of such projects may be
pedited. : : :

Your village is invited to participate in this process by presenting dredging
information and rclated shoreline development plans to the Board's Dredging Advisory
ICommittee’ (DAC) of the Regionai Marine Resources Council. The next DAC meeting will
be held on Thursday, January 6 at 2:00 p.m. in the 12th floor conference room in the
. Lee Dennison Building, Veterans Memorial Highway, MHauppauge, N.Y. Information

n DAC meetings may be obtained by calling Mr. Sy.Robbins at 979-2535. Please pass

this information to Mayor Hanse and t.he members of the Village Board.
I B TP R ;-".'7 \;.: R R L
e VS C A ;f, ,_i Sincerely, e -
l ) I N ” ee l\oppuln-\n _

o - E\emtive L‘ircctor

lLEx :dat ﬂﬂz /ﬁ PPfém//l :
. l | V3 C o CLoSEL /s V/uﬁé M4f /(//7/4 /é///,,m/ée Dl ED
| | g (& ZSe:
S # /)700,0,,4/[, APEAS SHADLED S /{ /7= i
I %zfﬁﬁ 474/ = O u/,ec__ /‘l// R /)21—95//06 v
| /V ///f«’/") N % ’ﬁ/fz/mu/i //% o /w

”~

B T I N L v TR )



Attachment N

THE INCORPORATED VILLAGE OF BAYVILLE
NASSAU COUNTY, NEW YORK 11709

TELEPHONE NA 8-1439

MAYOR - . S A 3 "' VILAGE CLEAK-TREASURER
J. HOWARD STAPLETON : : - . - _ EUGENE F DECLUE
. . : . o VILLAGE ATTORNEY
BOARD OF TRUSTEES S R S . R _VICTOR M ORT
PATRICK F. CAPUTO T ' ‘ S
EDWARD J. ESPOSITO U S am

LFRED C. HESSE
vlo:w A. IMHOF
EORGE NIFOROS
WILLIAM H. WRIGHT

-Mr., Sy Robbins ‘
H. Lee Dennison Bulldlng
Veterans Memorial Parkway
Hauppauge, N. Y. 11787

February 22,1977

lDear Mr. Robbins:

lIn accordance with our telephone conversation I am enclosing herewith

a copy of the boat channel for the Creek Beach area for the Inc. Vlllage
of Bayville, v

Please note the markings in red which give the information which you
requested and our recommendations for that area.

The types of boats are also listed and approximately 100 boats are
moored within our waters and over 100 use the ramps.

aa Please do not heSLtate‘ to contact this offlce if we can be of any further
l assistance. :

Very'truly yours,

@’if%;ﬁdc&g-

Eugene F. DeClue
- Village Clerk Treasurer

encs.

HE N N WE En B s
_ ] . ‘
. g . ‘ |
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' QNCORPORAT[D_

'VILLAGE OF BRIGHTWATERS LS et 87
P ]

BRIGHTWATERS, NEW YORK 11718 - B U

» ' _.’—~t‘>. “_;1\_ ~..:~
RUSSELL A. GRACY, Mayor R |
L. 816 MOhawk 51280 .7 % . ANNAMAY GARBEDIAN
" TRUSTEES ' : ’ . . ’ : . © Village Clerk
RJNERT S. GILBERT S ' . o “ABRAHAM L. NADELSON .
OAN 0 C. PETERSON : S » S TR o S Treasurer
CVIN S. KAWECKT : ’ C A ST MOSES NELSON
ROBERT.S ALLEN : . T ) o o C e Village Justice
' s R * JAMES R. WILLIAMS
l ’ - : C T ) Vlllage Anorney

.AJanuafLyr_H,.' 1977

. M. Lee E. Koppelman, Exec. Directon
Nassau/Suffolk Regional Planning Bocvu:l
H.Lee Denndison Executive Office B!:dg
Vetferans Memornial Highway

'.Hauppauge, N.Y. 11787

Dean Mr. Koppelman:

In reply to gau/c ZQXIQ/‘L 05 Decembe/L 27, 1976 !Legaltdx.ng coa,stal
- dnedging projects, please be advised that there cvw, no plans at present
" which would involve pnojeotA 04 this type.

Tha.n!z you ﬁon advising us 05 Zhis ma,tten

me uly yowu
. //l ‘la(é/{l&""“Jv
Anna May Garbedian

. Village Clerk



COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
. " DOCUMENTATION OF THE NATIONAL INTEREST .
IN FACILITY SITING

| Prepared by

Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board
H. Lee Dennison Office Building
Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, N.Y.1l1787

Dr. Lee E. Koppelman S :”" ”f'~ L
' Project Director : - '

15 June 1977

Task 4.1
Contract Number D93967

The preparation of this report was financially aided through a Federal' - <.’ -

grant from the Office of Coastal Zone Management, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration under the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972,
as amended. This report was prepared for the New York State Department
of State. ‘




Thig table is a mechanism establ;shéd fo céordinate tasks undertéken pursuant
.to thé Naésau-éuffolk Regional Plénning ﬁoard Coast#l Zone Management planning pro--
grém)with local governments, regional, Sta;e and Federal agencies that have'interests
in the coastal zone. The table represents a sumﬁary of all communications held
between the Board and interésted agencles, including but not limited to an exchange
of letters, reports, and data. Meetings whether formal or informal arévdocupented

to demonstrate the Board's ébntinuing effort to update all inferested parties as

the planning effort proceéds. Through periodic updates, this table documents

Federal and State agency contacts and will assist the Board in documeﬁting the

néed for additional communication to prevent conflicts from arising whenever possible,
between the NSRPB Coastal Zone Management Pfogram and agency policies, plans and pro-
grams. | - |

The table doéuments:

1. the agencies contacted;

2;‘ ﬁhether or not a resﬁonse was recéived;

3. whether there is a particular federal interest;

4, agency commitments to forward additioﬁal inforﬁafiong

5., agency on NéRPB requests for formal or informal meetings;

6. 1nformation received that may be pertinenf to arpartigular subélan;

7. meetings held pursuant to agency'of NSRPBvregulations;'and'

8. agency requests té review the CZM plan on subplans.i

Several of the.columnS'have béen left.blank because the planning proéess has

noﬁ proceeded to the stage that will reéuire ﬁhe level of activity indicated in the
columns. | | | |

Contacts with local governmental entities are not documented in thisAtable

' but have been documented in the section on public participation. However, repre-



sentatives of the following local governmentai agencies have participated in Citizen. -
Participation Committee meetings:. 1)'Plahning Depaftment,Town'cf Islip; 2) Department

of Environmental Protection, Town of Brbokhaven; 3) Nassau Cdunty Planning Commission;

4) Suffolk County Council on Environmental Quality; 5) Suffolk County Soil and Water

Conservation District; 6) Nassau Couﬁty'Health Departmeht; 7) Planning Department,

Town of Huntington; 8) Department of Environmental Control, Town of Babylon; 9) East

‘Hampton Town Planning Board; 10) Department of Planning and Economic Development Town

of Hempstead; 11) Supervisor, East Hampton Town; 12) Department of Environmental
Control, Town of Islip; 13) Department of Planning and Development, City of Long
Beach; 14) Shellfish Management Commission Islip Town; 15) Suffolk County Department

of Public Works; 16) Suffolk County Cooperative Extension; 17) Department of Planning,

Town of Hempstead; 18) Department of Planning Town of Smithtown; 19) Department of

Environmental Protecticn, Town of Hﬁﬁtington; 20) Départment of Conservation and
Waterways, Town of Hempstead, 1In addition, village trustees and mayors have regularly

attended CPC meetings.

The Nassau-Suffolk Regional Marine Resources Council (MRC) has been and will
continue to be used as a sounding board for Coastal Zone Management subplans. - The
MRC has been instrumental in the development of the Fisheries and Dfedging subplans..

Many federal agency local offices, in addition to local agencies, are represented

on the MRC.
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o COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM - .
LOCAL, REGIONAL & STATE LAND & WATER USE REGULATIONS IN THE
: NASSAU/SUFFOLK COASTAL ZONE :

Prepared by

Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board
H. Lee Dennison Office Building. =~
Veterans Memorial Highway .
Hauppauge, N.Y.11787 '

Dr. Lee E.-Koppelman
. Project Director

15 June 1977
‘Task S.1

Contract Number D93967

The preparation of this report was financially aided through a Federal
grant from the Office of Coastal Zone Management, Natiomal Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration under the Coastal Zone Management Act.of 1972,
as amended. This report was prepared for the New York State Department
of State. ' SRR SR '
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_proposed subdivision and zoning changes that lie within -500. feet of a town

Local,lRegional and State Land and Water Use'Regulations
in the Nassau/Suffolk Coastal Zone

The review of land and water use regulations affecting the management

‘of the Nassau/Suffolk coastal zone in the CZM Year I report has been expanded

in CZM Year II to include Nassau and Suffolk Counties zoning and subdivision

© review powers and more detailed information on regulations governing dunes

and bluffs, stormwater drainage, wetlands, boating, oil spills, and flood

" hazard areas.

The following description of Nassau and Suffolk Counties zoning and

subdivision review powers documents the counties roles in the direct applica-"-

“tion and/or the review of land use controls:

‘The Suffolk County Planning Commission reviews zoning changes and

. proposed subdivisions when they lie within one mile of a nuclear power. plant
-or airport, or within a distance of 500 feet from: -

(1) the boundary of any village or town; or
(2) the boundary of any existing or proposed county, state or
federal park or other recreation area; or e ”'&
(3) the right-of-way of any existing or proposed county or _
' state parkway, thruway, expressway, road or. highway, or -
(4) the existing or proposed right-of-way of any. strea '
drainage channel owned by the county or for ‘which" th
" county has established channel lines; or- SR
(5) the existing or proposed boundary of any other county;
S state or federally-owned land; or : R ‘
(6) the Atlantic Ocean, Long Island Sound, any bay in Suffolk
County or estuary of any of the foregoing bodies of water.-

The ‘Suffolk County Planning COmmission has conclusive review only on

or village boundary. 1In all other cases, the Suffolk County Planning
Commission's review is advisory. Local governing boards’ with a maJority
plus one vote, can override the Suffolk County Planning Commission advisory
review. . ‘ v

The Suffolk County shoreline review provision has been in operation for
five years Gince 1972). The New York State Department of. Environmental Con-
servation also serves as a permit agency when a proposed. subdivisionis located
in a tidal wetland .area. : :

The Nassau‘County Planning Commission has conclusive subdivision review in

.81l unincorporated areas. Incorporated villages conduct independent. subdivision

reviews. The Commission has advisory review functioms in all of Nassau County
for zoning changes that lie within a distance of 500 feet from.




(1) the boundary of any village or town. or ' o

(2) the boundary of any existing or prOposed county, state or federal
part or other recreation area; or : R

(3) the right-of-way of any existing or proposed county or proposed

_ county or state parkway, thruway, expressway, road or highway; or

(4) the existing or proposed right-of-way of any stream, or drainage
channel owned by the county or for which the county has established .
channel lines; or . P

-(5) the existing or proposed boundary of any other county, state or
federally-owned land, .

In a court decision five years ago, Nassau County 1ost the conclusive._ .
~ review power for zoning changes that lie within a distance of 300 feet from.f?
the boundary of any village or town. Nassau County does not have’ r"iew of.
:zgning changes occuring within the shoreline area .or mear airports or pOWer‘
plants. :

Regulztions designed to protect such fragile coastal formations as
- bluffs and barrier beach dunes have been enacted by town'and village govern-
ments on Long Island.. However, the protection afforded the bluffs and dunes
through local regulations is at best a piecemeal approach to the protection
of these fragile coastal formations.
The varying types and degrees of dune and bluff regulations contained
in municipal zoning and subdivision'ordinances are portrayed in Table 1.
Regulations governing the construction of dwellings or property containing
"barrier beach dunes varies fron'that of the Towns of Southampton and East
Hampton, which require 100' setbacks from the crest of the.primary dunes, to
that of the Village of West Hampton Beach, which allows construction right‘
up to the crest of.the primary dunes provided that the bottom girders of the

dwellings are elevated a certain specified number of feet above MHW. The

towns and villages not listed in Table 1 haveno regulations specifically dealing
"~ with dune and bluff protection. |
Most municipalities having privately‘owned 1and fronting on the Atlantic
Ocean have ordinances requiring that-the constructiondafdnellings be setback
a fixed distance from the crest of the primary dunes, Setback requirements for

the construction of dwellinge on the top edge of bluffs are rare on Long Island;



I.
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Table 1 (L of 4)

Dune and Bluff Protection Regulations, Policies and Programs

Prohibits travel on beach dunes: o L

a. Prohibits vehicular traffic over dunes.

b. Prohibits pedestrian traffic over dunes. :

c. Permits one access walkway over ¢rest of dunes per dune front land owner.

Dune maintenance, restoration, and Building . .

a. Requires dune front owners to plant beach grass and install snow fencing.

b. Prohibits the uprooting or removal of any beach grass or natural ‘growth,
except poison ivy.

€. Requires property owner to increase height of dunes across. entire width
of lot to a minimm 15°' elevation by the addition of beach sand and ‘clean
£111,

d. Municipality has a dune maintenance, restoration and/or building program.

Prohibits construction of buildings and structures in the following designated
waterfront areas: . _

a. from ocean to 15' elevation contour, SR :
b. from MHW to a line 40' inland from a contour 1ine nearest MHW and repre
- genting a 15' elevation above MHWj
c. from crest of the 1st rank of ocean beach dunes toa line 100' inland

. from crest of the 1st rank of ocean beach dunes;. =~
d. from mean depth of dunes to a line 50' inland from mean depth of dunes‘
e. from lot line of waterfront property to a line 50' inland from lot line.

Prohibite construction of buildings and structures on bluff areas according
to following setbacks‘ :

a. 100' from the top edge of the coastal bluff.

b, 100' from MHW.

TS
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Table 1 (3vo£>a)
Fdotnotes

requires a 100" setback instead of 40' setback. '
applies from westerly boundary of Town of East Hampton to easterly boundary
of Hither Hills State Park. - .

sand not to be taken from area between 15" contour and ocean.

requires 15' dune elevation for a setback depth of 50'.

" applies to ocean frontage in Town of East Hampton from easterly boundary of'fiﬁeg
. Hither Hills State Park to the westerly boundary of U.S. Govit. property at el
Montauk Point, except Subdivision Map #174 . ‘ e

Subdivision Map #174. o

in partially developed Great South Beach areas no structures shall be built
or altered so as to project beyond the average setback that has evolved in _
the vicinity.

can not use vehicles off paved roads or parking 1ots where signs are posted.
building department can issue building.permit reSulting in removal of beach
grass.

dune district extends from MHW inland to. north toe of exiscing dunes or
nearest structure (such as a road).

except for stairs, lookout platform or fence designed ‘to hold or increase the
dunes.

property owners can increase .dunes with sand or clean £111 but they are not :
required. Land or f£ill not to be taken from area between ocean and crest of
dunes.

within 150' of the southerly edge of the beach grass along ocean.

requires 50' setback instead on 100' setback.

building setbacks from crest of sand dune vary according to height of bottom
girders above mean water.

The bottom floor joists on all buildings shall not be less
than a certain minimum of feet in height above the mecan water
mark of the Atlantic Cceans Such required height above mean
water 1s to be deternmined by measuring the distance. from the
crest of the sand dune, as hereinafter defined, to the neareqt
part of the building, ard the following table sets forth such
required heights and correspondln distances,

Distance from crest of sand dune Required heinht of bottom

to nearest part of tuilding

) , . . . i )

girders above nean water

0 feet .

.- 230 feet or more
215 feet to 229 feet 8 feet
200 feet to 214 feet - 9 feet,
185 feet to 199 feet ~.-.10 feet
170 feet to 184 feet - 11 feet
155 feet to 169 feet .12 feet .
140 feet to 154 fect .13 feet
125 feet to 139 feet 14 feet
110 feet to 124 feet 15 feet
"95 feet to 109 feet 16 feet
80 feet to 94 feet 17 feet
65 feet to 79 feet 18 feet
50 feet to 64 feet 19 feet
35 feet to 49 feet © 20 feet
20 feet to. 34 feet 21 feet
0 feet to 19 feet 22 feet



Table 1 (4 of 4)

For the purpose of this ordinance, the term “Crest of sard dune”,

is defined to te the shortest straight line running between the
east and west boundary lines of the property and passing through
a point on the sand dunc between said boundary lines which point
marks the approximate average height of the sard dune ahove mean
water at the time the construction of the building is commenced
and which point is moat distant from the southerly linc of Dune

4 _Road.

. :,' 16. .
17

- of dedicated village walks.

- within 200 feet of the morth.line of the ocean®beach. . , 4
Suffolk County Department of Parks, Recreation and Conservation policy; not

applies to waterfront property on Stony Brook Harbo&-g,
requires a 20' setback instead of 100" setback: from.ndune crest line. Dune
crest line in ocean front" area shall be a dine drawn parallel to the northerly
boundary line of the plot from a point established as the highest median ele-
vation above sea level encompassed by the building plot.j5.

no boardwalks, decks, stiles, steps or other similar structures permitted from"'

oceanfront lots to beach except erected by the village as - natural extensions

Code of Federal Regulations, Destruction of Natural Features. ,P

L.1.S.P.C. policy; not regulation.
Islip encourages the use of existing walkway over dunes. R

regulation.

so



only 3 municipalities - Towns of Soﬁthampton and East Hampton, and Village of

 Head of the Harbor - were found to have regulations‘establishiug.bluff»setbacks.

Municipalitiés-having no specific.regulations for theiconstruétion of dwelling

on bluffs ﬁsually rely on rear yard setbacks as,coﬁtained in municipal zoning
ofdinances. If additional setbacks are desired by municipalities on land under-
going subdivision, town and village planning boards negotiate With.the developeré.'

The listing and distribution of local stormwater drainage regulations shown

-in Table 2 was obtained primarily from municipal subdivision regulations. In

Nassau County, the Department of Public Works establishes stormwater drainééé".

specifications to‘which all municipalities (cities, towns, and villages) must °

~conform. However,‘as in the case with the dune and bluff regulations, the
~various stormwater drainage regulationms enacted by town and village governments
in Suffolk County have produced a fragmented approach to the contrél of storm-
.whter drainage on Long»Island. It is interesting to note thétAthe East End

‘muniCipalities have the strongest regulations requiring stormwater to be recharged

into the subsurface groundwater reservoir.

The preéervé;ion and protection of_wetlandé is of especial coﬁcern to the
people of Ldng Island and has resulted in numérous local régulatory efforts;.
Table 3 summarizes these efforts. The past_devélopment pressures on fhese lénds.
are reflected in the wide range of ordinances that have been formula;ed by each
town in order to pfotect this valuable resource.

The towns of Hempstéad and Oyster.Bay have made attempts to manage wetland
éreas and to halt the 1argevsca1e dredge and fill work so common a decade or
two ago. These towns have entered into agreements with NYS for the management
of wetlands and have achired other tracté'df land that are>wholly or partiglly
ciéssified as wetlands. |

Present laws regarding recreational boating on Loﬁg Island's coast vary

- greatly. Some areas have complex.legislation, giving broad coverage to recrea-— .
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Table 2 (1 of 3)

Storm Water Drainage Regulations

A

F.

-

All storm waters will be recharged into the subsurface groundwater reservoir.

May fequire drainege facilities and easements for>spring and surface waters.

Must provide a storm water easement or drainage ROW if subdivision is traversed

by a watercourse, drainageway, channel or stream.

Drainage structures must accommodate potential runoff from its entire drainage
area, whether inside or outside the subdivision.

No storm water runoff or natural drainage water shall be so diverted as to
overload existing drainage systems or create flooding or the need for addi-
tional drainage structures on other 1ands. :

All drainage problems within the limits of the development will be completely

resolved by the design.




Towns’
Souﬁhampton » X
East Hampton | X
Southold - B X
Riverhead |
Shelter Island

Brookhaven

‘Smithtown
 .8untington xZ
- Babylon

Islip - x3

Villages
Port Jefferson

Southampton

‘Sag HarBor ' X

North Haven

" Huntington Bay6’

Quogue . X

.Westhampton Beach X

Bellport4

Lloyd Harbor
Asharoken? ' -_X
Northport Xz

01d Field

-Poquott

Table 2 (2 of 3)

Patchogue x3.

Storm Water Drainage Regulations -

B c
x X
X
X
..xv
X
X o ox
A'x
.
X X
- X
X .
X
X
X

D
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1.

2.

4.

- 6.
T

Table 2 (3 of 3)

Footnotes

Drainage structures must accommodate both storm water runoff and natural
drainage water.

Storm water recharge basins shall be provided wherever there is no available
outlet for storm water or where there exists a potential drainage problem.
(A1l lawns or landscaped areas shall be swaled or dished to prevent storm
water runoff from draining into adjacent property; leaching facilities shall

" be constructed in the low points-applies to the Town of: Huntington.)

Storm water storage sumps will be used where natural runoff courses or systemsl
are not available or adaquate. . R . :
Follows drainage construction specifications of .Town’ of Brookhaven.

Follows drainage construction specifications of Town: of Huntington. Lt
Follows subdivision regulations of Town of Huntington. ’

All municipalities (citles, towns and’ villages) A Nassau County must conform
to Nassau County storm water dra1nage specifications administered by the
Nassau County Department of Public Works. - On. indiv1dual basis, DPW analyzes‘
subdivisions drainage plans according to such factors as:

- a. topography
. be so0il permeability
. Ce availability of existing drainage facilities.
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tional boatihg, while others héve.onl§ géneral legislation. Table 4 represents
most of the exiéting town and village regulations in the ;rea of recreational.
boating. Enforcement of present laws ié‘also_in need of co-ordination. The
Coast Guard, County Police and local Harbor Masters all enfqrce a variety of
boating regulationé. | | - |

Local statuté§09,boating régulations tend to hgvg simiiar features in
‘most areas, with only sporatic examples of variation. The incorporated village
of Sands Point for example has developed extensive regulationé for administration
of a c;ﬁfaratively smalL area while tﬁe Towh of Brookhaven, governing vast
cogstal areas, leaves recreational bo#ting largely unregulated.

New Yofk Staté navigation law;*yhich fegulates recreational bb#ting, gives
guidanée to localities for development of boating regulations and establishes
specific equipment and bperation requirements,

An area of particular concern to the state is that of Boating pollution.

""An interstate sanitation commission has been created to inhibit discharge of

pollutants. Recently, an intergovernmental Boat Pollution Coﬁmittee was formed
to study and advise the New York State Department of Environmental Conservafion
on Marine sanitation devices. This committee has representatives from New York
State D.E.C., Nassau Cdunty Departﬁent of Health, Suffolk County Department
of Héalth, and N.0.A.A./M.E.S.A. New York Bight. |

At the federal level, boating regulations coﬁcefning marine anchorage
sites, equipment and safety requirements, and anti-pollution devices have
been developed and are-administered through the Department of Tfansportation and
theCoast.Gpard. Federal standards do not alﬁays coincide Qith those of the
State. | | |

Enforcement is seen at ali levels of administfation. The Coast Guard
has general powers, though they are most often found further offshore. Bays

and harbors are patrolled by local authorities; County Police; and town and
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village Bay Constables and HarborAPatrols.' The numefous local boating reg-

ulations and the overlapping jurisdictibns of the above mentioned enforcement

agencies, illustrate the need for standardizing boating regulations and co- .

- ordinating enforcement of these regulations’ among the various enforcement

agencies.
Local, State and Federal oil spill contingency plans, regulations and

ordinances contained in NSRPB's Catalogue of Plans, Regulations, and Programs

- 7-71, Section 60-31, 60-32,

- that are Relevant to OCS'Development Activities, which was prepared under

Task 4.2 of the Board's OCS contract with New York State, are listed below:

© - LOCAL OIL SPILL CONTINGENCY PLANS, REGULATIONS AND ORDINANCES

Great Neck Code. Article II, Section 180~2., May 1, 1962, Amended

- May 15,71964.

Of local interest. This ordinance makes it unlawful for any per-
son being the owner or driver of a motor vehicle being used for the
transportation of oil or oil products to spill or release oil on any
street or sidewalk within the village. The ordinance requires the im- .
mediate cleanup of the spill, :

Great Neck Code. Article II, Section 65-4.

Of local interest. This ordinance prohibits the dumping of oil in
boat channel systems. : o

Code of the Town of Hempstead. Chapter 164, Section 9. February
5, 1968. - DR

Of local interest, The ordinance prohibits the dumping or deposit-

ing of petroleum or petroleum products in .any waterway. under the juriss - «

diction of the Town of Hempstead. Bay Constables and other peace offi-" =
cers are authorized to enforce this ordinance. The Town is presently

in the process of developing a new ordinance concerning the discharge:

of petroleum in Town waterways. ' ‘ '

Town of Huntington. 0il Spill Ordinance. °1971. Local law number

Of regional interest. .The Town of Huntington has an 011 Spillage
Control Board which was established in compliance with Section 60-31 of
local law number 7-71. This Board is the organization through which
the Town of Huntington coordinates its respomse to local pollution in-
cidents. The Board is empowered to issue permits for oil handling oper-

sopres . irEmerne T T
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1975,

ations; to enter into agreements with "Federal or State agencies or
other municipalities, oil terminal facilities, groups or other interes-
ted persons for the purpose of coordinating and jointly using such
equipment and material and personnel" to combat oil pollution; to create
an oil pollution fighting fund by requiring "that the owner, operator,
charterer, leasee, or other persom who shall unload or cause to be un-

_ loaded, any liquid fuel, oil or other solvent, shall pay the sum of one

mill per every five gallons” of 0il handled; to establish an oil pollu-
tion team for purposes of implementing local oil pollution control ac-

tions; and to assist the United States Coast Guard, under the direction- .=

of its On-Scene Coordinator, in pollution control efforts for local L

- spills, The powers of the Board have been hampered, at the present

time, by litigation initiated by the affected oil companies. The Board
has since been dissolved and its powers are now assumed by the .

Commissioner of the Huntington Department of Environmental Protection.

- The Town has accumulated approximately $100,000 in the oil pollution

fighting fund. The Town has refused to spend the funds until the liti-
gation is resolved. S .

Pfoposed4Amendment to the Suffolk County Charter: Article_t-A
Environmental Preservation Act, Title 105, Hazardous Materials Control.

Of regional interest. Title 105 of the proposed charter amendment
is not a contingency plan but calls for, among other things, the estab-
lishment of procedures and deterrents to prevent the accidental or un-

' pecessary release of hazardous materials and to ensurevprompt and effec-

tive remedial measures in the case of such release. The proposed charter’

- amendment requires a manufacturer; transporter o} user etc. to "have on
" hand and to emplace or deploy devices or facilities...to prevent or. con-'

trol the accidental or unnecessary release or spread of said hazardous
materfal." The Commissioner of the Suffolk County DEC may order .any
person contributing to the unlawful release of a hazardous materlal to
undertake cleanup operations. This proposed amendment was not placed on
the ballot for the November 1975 elections. '

Islip Code. Article 1 Section 66 " Discharge of Effluents into
Waterways. March 4, 1975. :

Of local interest. The ordinance prohibits the discharge of oil
and other pollutants into the waters within the jurisdiction of the Town
of Islip. An offerise is punishable by a fine of not more than $300.

North Hempstead Code, Chapter 69, Section 5, Waterways Sanitation.
August 24, 1971.

Of local interest. - This ordinmance prohibits the discharge of pe-
troleum products from any vessel, boat or terminal facility into the
waters or waterways within the jurisdiction of the Town of Norh Hempstead.
It requires that vessels carrying oil have oil booms on board and that
oil booms also be stored at appropriate locations along the oil docks.
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“annually.

The discharger is required to immediately undertake to remove the spilled
oil. The ordinance also requires that the Town be reimbursed for the

use of its personnel and equipment to remove the spillage. An offender
may receive a special fine not exceeding $10,000 or imprisonment for a
period not exceeding one year, or both.

dyster Bay.Code. Article III. Licensing of 0il Storage Facilities
and Regulating the Discharge, Handling and Use of 0Oil.

0f local interest. The ordinance prohibits the discharge of oil
ohto any public or private land or water within the Town. It also pro-

- hibits oil drilling in the shoreline area and in all waters and land

underwater within the jurisdiction of the Town. The statute makes it

“unlawful for any person to construct, operate, or maintain an oil ter-

minal facility within the Town without a permit. The permit requires
the following information: o -

a. the address and location of the facility
. b. - quantity and type of oil to be stored

c. total capacity of the tanks

‘ d. a plot plan showing the 1ocatioﬁ»6f all improVements and

facilities required o S

e. ‘é scale diagram showing the manner in whieh 0il retention
booms shall be deployed ‘ L

 The statute requires that all oil terminal facilities be inspected |
The Town has yet to implement that section dealing with oil tér- '
minal facility permits and inspection. ' : SR

The‘Town has an o0il spill contingency plan that has been described
by Town officials as a "not too useful document". That plan is being re-

yised. :

The Town also has an informal agreement with the Audubon Society to
use the facilities at the Theodore Roosevelt Bird Sanctuary to store

equipment used in the cleaning of oil soaked birds.

Port Jefferson Code. Article XXI. Tank Vessel Operations: Port
Jefferson Harbor. October 5, 1970. '

'Of local interest. This ordinance prescribes regulations for the
bulk handling and use of petroleum products being loaded or discharged.

by tank vessels in that portion of Port Jefferson Harbor coming under the’ . -

Jurisdiction of the Village of Port Jefferson. It permits the fire in-
spector to inspect vessels handling oil. Should a fire safety violation
be found, the inspector may order the vessel to-suspend cargd transfer
operations. The ordinance stipulates numerous requirements that must be

_met prior to movement of cargo. It appears to be a very comprehensive
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oil spill prevention/safety ordinance. The ordinance prohibits the dis-
charge or escape of oil from any vessel into Harbor waters.

Port Washington Water Pollution Control District. Sewer Use
Ordinance. 1976. . :

0f local interest. This otdinance prohibits the discharge into any
building sewer or any portion of the wastewater facilities of the district
wastewater containing more than 25 milligrams per liter of petroleum oil,
This ordinance, although unenforceable, serves to point out the problem
of dumping of small quantities of oil by home owners. Community oil
dumping facilities may have to be made available to alleviate this problem.

Incorporated Village of Sea Cliff. Ordinance I, Section 26, Sub-

"division 6. July 6, 1959.

0f local interest. The dumping of oil in all waters, waterways and

waters adjacent to bathing areas or shellfish beds is prohibited.

STATE.OIL SPIL CONTINGENCY PLANS, REGULATIONS AND ORDINANCES

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Division
of Pure Waters, Bureau of Water Quality Management, Water Quality Sur-
veillance Section, New York State Water Quality Accident Contlngency
Plan. 1972. :

Of regional interest. This is ah interagency document which has
not yet been implemented. The New York State Contingency Plan is appli-

-cable to all state waters including inland streams and lakes, coastal

waters, and the contiguous zone where there exists a threat to State
waters. The State plan provides for the coordination and delineation of
the responsibilities and actions of participating agencies in dealing

1. with water quality accidents. "It establishes a Water Quality Accident

Committee, a State Response Center, a State Response Team, Regional
Response Centers and Teams. State pollution control efforts are directed

" and coordinated at the scene of a pollution incident by an On-Scene

Coordinator. There is no special State pollution fund to help defray the
costs associated with State pollution control operations. :

-State of New York, Senate Bill 7989, Amendment to the Naﬁigation 7
Law, Article II—A, 0il Spill Prevention and Control February 24, 1976.‘ L

The bill prohibits the discharge of o0il, petroleum products, their
by-products, and other pollutants into or upon any coastal waters, es-
tuaries, tidal flats, beaches and lands adjoining the shorefront.

Every owner or operator of a terminal facility would be required
to obtain a license. The Department of Transportation would issue a
license upon the showing that the registrant can provide all necessary
equipment to prevent  contain and remove discharges of oil.
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The department would be authorized to adopt regulations including
but not limited to the following matters: .

1. Operating and inspection requirements for facilities,
vessels, personnel and other matters relating to license
operations.

2. Procedures and methodé of reporting discharges and other
occurrences. .

- 3. The port manager would have the authority to board any
vessel prior to its entry into port in order to ascer-
tain the seaworthiness of the vessel and the presence
of required containment gear.: .

4. Development and implementation'of criteria and plans to
meet oil, petroleum, and other pollution occurrences of
various kinds and degrees.

S. Requirements for minimum weather and sea conditions
for permitting a vessel to enter port and for the
safety and. operation of vessels, barges, etc.

Any person diséhérging pollutants would be required to immediately
undertake to remove such discharge to the department's: sat;sfaction.

" The Bill would require the department to establish and. maintain at such

ports within the state such employees and equipment as in its Judge— o

-ment may be necessary to remove a discharge.

The Bill has not yet been enacted into law.

FEDERAL OIL SPILL CONTINGENCY PLANS,-RECULATIONS AND LEGISLATION

Comprehensive 0il Pollution Liability and Compensation Act of
1976. H. R. 4862, 94th Congress, 2nd Session. July 26, 1976.

. Of general interest. This Bill provides a comprehensive system
of 1liability and compensation for oilspill damage and removal costs.
Claims for damages for economic loss, arising out of or directly result- -
ing from oil pollutiocn, may be asserted for removal costs; injury to

or destruction of, real or personal property; loss of use of real or
personal property; injury to or destruction of, natural resources; loss
of tax revenue for a period of one year due to injury of real or per-
sonal property. A fund of $200 million would be established to cover.’
the claims mentioned above. The Bill provides for the establishment

of regulations pertaining to financial responsibility, presentation of
claims respons1b111ties of owners and operators and the collection of
fees. The Bill also requires the Secretary of the Treasury to collect
from the owners of terminals a fee not to exceed three cents per bar-
rel of oil received. The monies collected are to be placed in the

© fund.
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Council on Environmental Quality, National 0il and Hazardous
Subgtances Pollution Contingency Plan, August 1971.

. Of general interest. The national plan establishes a multi-

' agency organization called the National Response Team (NRT) composed of
nine Federal agencies responsible for the coordination and functioning
of this plan. The NRT serves two functions. It is charged with pre-
spill planning and readiness, and also operates as an emergency pollu-~
tion response team. The National Plan requires the formation of Region-
al Response Centers and Regional Response Teams to be located through-
out the county. For the Long Island Sound area there are four such
response centers and teams. An important feature of the National Plan
is the provision for a $35 million pollution revolving fund which is

used to defray the costs associated with Federal pollution response
operatijons,

Since the National Flood Insurance Program, administered by the Flood

Insurance Administration (FIA), may well influence the construction and recon-

l

struction of dwellings on high hazard coastal areas, a brief review of the

program‘and its status on Long Island follows.

The FIA conducts preliminary investigations of the Bi—County Region to
demonstrate which communities must be in the Flood Insurance Program. Once the
- above determination is made the communities will enter the Emergency Program
upon application. The communities must document the legal authority to control
“land use and adopt preliminary land use control measures according to FIA reg-
ulations. The community must delineate flood prone areas and must document the
history of flood experience.

FIA will then develop Flood Insurance Rate Maps for each community. Once
the Flood Insurance Rate Map .is completed the community has 6 months in which it
must enact the necessary land use regulations to comply with the FIA regulations
to enter into the regular program. To date, approximately 14 communities are in
- the regular program in the Bi-County Region. :

Should a community not enact the necessary ordinances and regulations
within 6 months of the completion of the Flood Insurance Rate Map the community
will be suspended from the program. It will be denied Federally assisted funds,
such as mortgage loans or guarantees to property owners located in flood hazard
areas. It will also be denied Federal assistance for permanent restoration
work.

The State of New York is empowered to enroll communities in the regular
program. Should a community, therefore, not enter the regular program, the’
State will then adopt the necessary land use regulations for that community
and issue its building permits.

The Flood Insurance Administration has established new regulations for
-entry into the Flood Insurance Program. Therefore, by June lst, 1977 those
communities in the regular program must amend their regulations to conform

with the new FIA regulationms.



In the context of coastal zone management, there is cause for concern
about the impacts of the National Flood Insurance Program, particularly in
those areas which are identified as coastal high hazard areas, the V Zanes
on the FIA's rate maps. (When the FIA's rate studies are finally completed,
it can reasonably be anticipated that all of the barrier beaches and dunes on
the south shore from westernmost Nassau to easternmost Suffolk will be classified
as coastal high hazard areas). The cause of the concern is that the availability

of flood insurance in such inherantly hazardous areas substantially reduces the

financial risks of property owners, tends to increase the value of property
and of structures placed in such areas, tends to sustain already high demand
for such properties, and tends to reduce the effectiveness of flood plain
management techniques in the area. The concern 1s substantiated also by the
greater than normal potential for high percentages of structural damage to
residences and other building in such areas, as evidenced by past hurricane
and erosion experience., The suspect quality of technical information on
coastal surges, and the suspect adequacy of measures to elevate and anchor
residential structures exposed to storm-driven waves, are additional concerns

for singling out coastal high hazard areas for particular concern and management
attention. '
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DRAFT
Activity S;L

The remainder of this memorandum concerns the requirement for assurance
that land and water uses that are of more than purely local significance are
not arbitrarily or unreasonably restricted or excluded by local land and water
use regulations:

The coastal zone study has identified various water related uses that are
important to the economy of the Nassau-Suffolk region or are facilities of
regional importance to the population. These include sites for power generation,
sewerage treatment, sand and gravel mining, the importation of stoné and reléted

products, the importation and storage of petroleum products and landing and

maintenance facilities for commercial fishery operations. In addition, regiomnal

recreation facilities, such as beach or marinas, laﬁnching ramps and fishing
piers, are included along with commercial resort facilities.

There are sites av;ilable in the bi-county area for all of the above shore-
front activities. Other regional uses; such as a déep water port, or certain
of the support fa;ilities for outer continental shelf activities, such as a
refinery, cannot be accommodated because of a lack of deep water or other
land use compatibility considerations.

The regulations of all of the 110 local municipalities have been reviewed
and their relationship to coastal .zone activities have been assessed in Item 5-K.
The local restrictions are included in zoning and subdivision ordinances,
building cgdes and. local laws dealing with items such as dredging, eroéion,
oil spillage and boating activities.

At the present time, many of the local ordinances would restrict the
establishment of needed regional activities in the'coastal zone. Therefore,
a county, regional or state override of a local disapproval will be necessary
in order to provide certain facilities. Since G.A.P.C.s that have been

identified encompass the sites that are suitable for regional activities, the
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override could be confined to these designated locations.
Many of the local municipalities were found to have a limited number of

ordinances or regulations concerning dredging, or construction on the water-

front. However, all have zoning, subdivision and building permit requirements

so that the required override yill have to cover these latter areas, but may not
be necessary for the former items which are usually subject to federal, state
and county regulationé.

Comprehensive plans of the local municipalities that were reviewed under
3-I indicate that many of the municipalities do take ihtoiaccount the need fof
regional.facilities in their planning effort. Usually the consideration is in
the area of reso;t facilities, recreational activities,'fishery operations, oil
storage énd the importation of sand and gravel. On the other hénd, sites for
additional power generating facilities and sewage treatment plants are lacking
in the individual plans: In some caseé, the local plans provide for a certain
regional type ofvactivity while the current zoning ordinance prohibits such
activity. The reason for this is often that the latest comprehensive plan was
prepared for a previous administration. The current administration may or may
not accept the plan proposals as prepared Ey a planning consultant for an earlier
governing body. _In these cases, our evaluation as to the local acceptance of
the plan would be used as input in determining the desirability in eétablisbing
certain regional facilities that might not be in accord with current zoning or

subdivision regulations.
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The Coastal Zone Management Legislation requires that a management
program contain "adequate consideration of the national intérest in the siting
of facilities necessary to meet requirements which are other than local in
nature.' 306FWPCA, Sec. a(8). That it provide "for a method of assuring tha£
local land and water use regulations within the coastal zone do not unreasonably
restrict or exclude land and water uses of regional benefit." 306FWPCA, Sec. c(2).
The regulations, which elaborate on the legislation and provide further guidanée
for planning agencies, call for an analysis of State needs and a determination

of "the capability and suitability of meceting these needs in specific locations

-in the coastal zone." 923.14FWPCA, Sec. b(l and 2).

The Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board has attempted, insofar as
possible, to idenfify and plan for the siting of facilities to meet national;
state, and regional needs that can be accommodated within Long Island's coastal
zone.

The identification of needs has been accomplished through a review of
numerocus governmental reports and studies dealing with such subjects as dfedging,
deep water ports, outer continental shelf exploration and development, water
resources, wetlands and recreation. At the same time, a continuing dialogue
with Federal and New York State agencies has facilitated Planning Board awareness
of current thinking.

While it may be possible to quantify>national and state needs, at least
in broad terms, thére is no easy environmentally acceptable way to apportion
responsibility for meeting these needs among State and sub-state agencies.

Since the capability and suitability of the resource base are legitimate
concerns, the Nassau;Suffolk approach has been to determine the site, utility,
and transport requirements associated with the projects intended to meet the
needs and to identify and designate as G.A.P.C.s any presently or potentially

able to accommodate them,
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